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take it as a compliment to myself, and I| will con- 
sider itas such, for the purpose of returning thanks | 
for the very handsome compliment thus paid. But, |; 
sir, further than that, | do not choose to regard | 
it in that light. 
tleman and his friends, in moving to refer this bill 
to a new select committee, to secure from that 
committee a better bill, but it is their object, as ex- 
pressed by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Camp- 
BELL,} to dispose of the bill for the present; in 
other words, to bury it, for this Congress, in the 
tomb of the Capulets. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. 
yield to me for explanation ? 


Mr. McDOUGALL. No, sir. 1 do not yield 
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MPBELL. : 
Mr. CA d ( shall not withdraw it for anybody. | 


EEN, from the Committee on Enrolled | 
ted, as correctly enrolled, bills of the 
slowing tiles; which received the Speaker's sig- | 
east for the relief of Sylvester Humphrey 


nd the heirs of Alexander Humphrey, deceased; 


Mr. McMULLIN also rose, and said: I rose | 
for the purpose of addressing the House, but as 
the Chair has awarded the floor to the gentleman 
from California, | desire to inquire whether that 
gentleman has not once addressed the House upon 
this question? If he has, I claim the floor under 
the rules of the House? 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Califor- 
nia addressed the House upon the proposition 
submitted by the gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. 
Davis,] but not upon the motion to commit, which 
is now pending. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. 
motion made by the gentleman from Ohio; [Mr. 
Tayzor,]} to commit this billto a select committee 
of thirteen, 

rted by the gentleman from Missouri, (Mr. || 
Tenssend as a sort of equivocal personal compli- 
ment to the chairman of the select committee, 





I was cut down to five | 


ae act for the relief of the children and heirs of || 
{ajor General Baron de Kalb.) 


Mr. SEWARD. 

ow adjourn. 

MThe question was taken; and the House re- 
ourn. | 

od EELER. I demand tellers on second- | 

i the demand for the previous quesuon. 

Tellers were ordered; and ape. W HEELER 

HAMILTON were appointed, 

The House was divided; and the tellers reported |, 

ayes thirty-seven, Noes not counted. — 

So the previous question did not receive a sec- || they want to get to the Senate, or they want to | 

: | accomplish some other object upon this capital. 

Mr. McDOUGALL obtained the floor. 


I move that the House do | 


I might understand the 


and the same motion, which was re- 


this subject in charge. I say | might 


It is not the object of the gen- 


Will the gentleman 
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given him time to mature his opinions? He surely 
cannot wish the matter recommitted for that. His 
plan is a simple, plain proposition, to give the right 
of way to some private company to construct the 
road. There is no need of a committee of thirteen, 
Or a committee of thirty-one, to consider that. 
Sir, we area committee of more than two hundred, 
and can consider it instantly. 

If the gentleman from Ohio has a plan which 
he desires to have tested by a vote of the House, 
let him bring it forward. He has had time enough 


|| to prepare it, and he has theability, There is no 


| need of a committee cf thirteen; let him bring it 
forward to this commitiee of two hundred and 
thirty-four members, and allow it to be tested. 
But, sir, this is not what gentlemen want in 
seeking to recommit this bill. The matter has 
been before the Elouse since early in the last ses- 


| sion of Congress, and gentlemen cannot complain 
|, that they have not had time enough. 


No, sir; 
these gentlemen want it to make future political 
capital out of. They want to get to Congress, 


It is thus that this great work has been sacrificed 
| for years. They want it for the next senatorial 


|| fight, or for the next congressional fight; and if 


| they can keep it along for two years, it will make 
| excellent capital for a presidential fight. It will 
| furnish excellent stock for future campaigns. 
| But, sir, that these gentlemen do not mean to 
| do anything definite in reference to this great 
| measure during the present session, is evident 
| from the very nature of the case. Suppose another 
| select committee is raise!, they will require time 
to mature a bill. After they have matured it, I 
ask when will they get the consent of the House 
to report it? They must wait untilall the regular 
| standing committees have been called. The Com- 
|| mittee on Public Lands are now being called, and 
have been before the House since nearly the very 
commencement of the session. When they are 
| through, the Committee on the Post Office and 
| Post Roads will occupy a week or two, if they | 
|| are reached, which I doubt whether they will be 
in the course of the present session. 
any gentleman upon this floor, who knows the 
condition of the business of the House, must 
know that if this committee should be raised 
|| without the unanimous consent of the House, no 
| report could possibly be made. And if it could 
| be made, and referred to- the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, it could never 
be reached in the regular order of business. I 
| say, therefore, that the sole purpose in the course 
| of the gentleman from Ohio, and his friends, is to 
|| reserve this as capital for some political fight in 
| the future. 
|| Does the gentleman from Ohio say he has not 





to the gentleman. 


Mr. TAYLOR. If the gentleman alludes to form? Sir, why is he not peepee 
me, I diselaim any such intention in the motion || not understand the subject? 


I made. 


Mr. McDOUGALL. 


I do not give way to 


_ fully matured his views, and that he is not pre- 

pared to bring them before the House in a definite 
Does he 
Te professes to 
understand it. And that he has the ability to put 
| his views in shape and bring them before the 


the gentleman; but sir, I will prove that the inten- || Flouse, no gentleman can doubt. And if hedoes 
tion, or, at least, the effect of the motion, if carried, | bring his proposition forward, and submit it to the 
will be to bury this proposition for the present || House, is there any danger that it will not be 
session of Congress. And why? Sir, we have this i 

subject now regularly beforethe House. Wehave | ject is as well understood now as it will be at any 
the results of an elaborate investigation, not only 
of the House committee, but of the committee 
raised upon the subject in the Senate. And I 


state here, inmy 


lace, that the House is not only 


in possession of the particular measures proposed 


by the committees in 
ais 


the two Houses, but they are 


0, In possession of the various measures which 


have been 
this floor, 


voted upon by the House. 
Ohio, has a plan, let him b 
test it earnestly in the House. 


prepared by various gentlemen. upon 
which may be brought forward, and 
If thegentleman from 
ring it forward, and 
If the gentleman 


from Missouri has a plan, let him bring it for- 
ward, and test it earnestly by a vote of the House, 


now, while the matter is ynderconsideration. Does | 


the honorable gentleman want time to mature his 


Opinions? 


Has not his forty years’ experience || of meas thé"chairman of the committee | have | 


22 


|| understcod by the House? No, sir. The sub- 

| future period. 

| Now, sir, I do not claim that the select com- 
mittee appointed during the last session of Con- 


gress, and who have had this matter under con- 


sideration ever since, are altogether as compe- | 


tent as the gentleman from Ohio, and the twelve 
| or thirteen gentlemen who would be associated 
with him. But it seems to me that, as that com- 
mittee reported to the House in February last, and 
laid their report upon the table of every member 
| in the form of a bill, he has had time to mature 
| his views in reference to it, and that, if he de- 
| signed to make opposition to it, he should have 
| done it in some reasonable time, and not have 
i waited until the very heel of the session. 
| _Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. The gentleman speaks 
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Now, sir, | 
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Sir, | beg to state that | have 
no desire to be appointed on such a committee at 
all. lam already a member of three committees 
of the House, and have more business in connec- 
tion with them than [| can discharge. 

Now, sir, | beg to assure the House that I did 
not intend to say anything derogatory to the hon- 
orable gentleman from California, On the con- 
trary, | admire the zeal with which he has prose- 
cuted the interests of the State which he so abiy 
represents. But, sir, as to the time we have had 
to consider this subject, the gentleman must recol- 
lect that we have had about a bushel of documents 
presented before us within the last three days, 
comprising the results of the surveys in the two 
or three expeditions which have been sent out. It 
is impossible that all these documents can have 
been examined by the members of the House. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Mr. Speaker, | do not 
take it as any mattet of offense. It would not 
disturb me at all if the Houseshould think proper 
to refer the subject to a different select committee. 
But I insist upon it, that no member friendly to 
this measure, or who expected legislation on the 
subject during this Congress, would make such a 
proposition. The gentleman from Ohio is an old 
member of this House, and understands its rules 
for conducting business, and he must know that, 
if this subject is referred to a committee such as 
he proposes, there is an end of the matter for this 
Congress. 

Now, sir, [ would respond to the gentleman 


| from Missouri, [Mr. Bewron,] but his points are 


so absolutely and totally pointless that they require 
no response. He says that these contracts are 
not to be let to a corporation, but to persons, and, 
therefore, that an association of individuals short 
| of acorporation could undertake the enterprise. 
Now, sir, the bill provides as wel! for letting the 


| contracts to corporations as to individuals. A cor- 


poration may become a party, and ‘‘ party’’ is the 
term used. 

But, then, the gentleman says that the western 
terminus of the southern road is on the navigable 
waters of the Pacific. Why was not the gent'e- 
man ingenious enough to say, on the navigable 
waters of the Pacific in the State of California? 
Why did he not state that the bill says specifically 
that it shall be in the State of California? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Read the language of 
the bill. — * 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Here it is: “ pursue the 
most eligible route to the navigable waters of the 
Pacific in the State of California.’?’ What ground, 
then, ig there for saying that the terminus may 
be on the navigable waters of the Pacific in the 
Territories of Oregon and Washington? The 
gentleman says that navigation commences on the 
rivers just west of the Rocky mountains. He has 
aseertained that as a matter of history, and as he 
is a very accurate man, | have no doubt that he is 
correct. Well, suppose the bill gives power to 
terminate the road there, does the gentleman sup- 
pose that that amounts to a practical objection? 
Does he suppose that any one is going to term- 

| inate a railroad there? Of course not. These 
captious objections are only designed to embar- 
rass the friends of the railroad measure. When 
sincere men undertake to discourse about a thing 
in which they take a real interest, they talk sin- 
cerely. I undertaketo say that thegentieman was 
| not sincere in any of his exceptions to the bill. 

Sir, | care nothing now about any rivalry be- 
tween committees. I take this motion as no 
reflection on the present select committee, but L 
protest against any friénd of legislation on this 
subject, during the present Congress, sustaining 
this motion, because it is bound to defeat al! action 
this Congress. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question received a second, and 
the main question was ordered to be put, meng 
first upon Mr. Cuampervain’s motion to amen 
the motion of Mr. Tarxor, of Ohio, by peonne 
that the special committee should be composed o 

|| thirty-one members instead of thirteen. 
The amendment was rejected. 
The question recurred upon Mr. TayLon’s mo- 
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tion to refer the whole subject to a select committee 


of thirteen. 


Mr. CAMPBELL called for tellers. 


Tellera were ordered; and Messrs. Warrier 


and [iamtLton were appointed. 

The question was ees and the tellers reported 
—ayes 90, noes 75. 

Mr. McDOUGALL demanded the yeas and 
noys. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. I move the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. WHEELER. On that motion I ask for 
tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Goopr and 
Goopnuicn were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—nyes 85, noes 74. 

So the inotion was agreed to; and 

Thereupon the House, at thirty-five minutes 
past three o’clock, p. m., adjourned till to-morrow 
ot twelve o’clock, m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, January 20, 1855. 
The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 
by Rev. Henry Sticen. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


THE BARK FOUNDLING. 

Mr. WALLEY. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to take from the Speaker’s, table a 
bill granting a new register to the bark Foundling, 
which came from the Senate yesterday. 

The bill was read a first and second time by its 
title, as follows: 

An act to authorize the issue of a register for 
the bark Foundling, of Boston. 

Mr. WALLEY. I ask that the bill be put 
upon its passage. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and having been read a third time, was passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, 
transmitting, in further compliance with the reso- 
jution of the House of Representatives of 27th 
July last, a report from the Secretary of State, on 
the subject of the case of Walter M. Gibson. 

On motion by Mr. HAVEN, the message and 
report were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, of Nebraska, by unanimous 
consent, introduced bills, of which previous notice 
had been given; which were read a firstand second 
time by their titles, as follows, and referred as 
indicated below: 

A bill to establish land offices in Nebraska Ter- 
ritory. Referred to the Comamittee on Public 
Lands. 

A bill to authorize the surveying, marking, and 
opening of roads in Nebraska Territory. Referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. . 

Mr. RICHARDSON. In reference to the lat- 
ter bill, I would state to the House that the Com- 
mittee on Territories have this subject under 
consideration; and, during the session, | believe 
all bills, for like purpoges, have been referred to 
that committee. I move that this bill be referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 

It was so ordered. 

Mr. OLIVER, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill, of which previous notice ha@ been 
given; which was read a first and second time by 
its title, as follows, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands: 

A bill to amend an act, approved 4th August, 
1854, entitled ** An act to peebanis and reduce the 
price of the public lands to actual settlers and cul- 
tivators, and to legalize cerjain entries made under 
said act,” 

Mr. FULLER. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to report a bill for the purpose of 
having it, and the accompanying correspondence, 
referred. {t is a bill in pursuance of the recom- 
mendation of the President of the United States, 
to carry out the reciprocity treaty between the 
United States and Great Britain. 

The bill was read a first and second time by its 
title, as follows, and referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered 
to be printed: 
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‘© A bill to amend an act to carry into effect the 
| treaty between the United States and Great Brit- 


ain, signed the 6th of June, 1854, and approved ||-yiilson, Morrison, Murray, 


| Rogers, Ruffin, Shaw, Shower, Willem ant Puryear 


|| the Sth of August, 1854.”’ 
|, Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. For the first time 
|, since I have been a member of this House, I ask 
| permission to introduce a bill, of which previous 
notice has been given. It is as follows: 
|, A billto amend an act entitled ** An act to re- 
duce and graduate the price of the public lands to 
|| actual settlers and cultivators,’’ approved August 
|| 4, 1854. : 
| It is a bill demanded by the interests of a great 
many persons, in all the States where the gradua- 
| tion bill operates, and it is simple in its character, 
} having but a solitary provision in it. It is merely 


i} 
it 
iI 


| required by law, before officers authorized to ad- 
|| minister oaths, under such rules as the Secretary 
| of the Interior may prescribe. 
| Mr. HAMILTON. Read the bill, for infor- 
| mation. 
The bill was then read through by the Clerk. 
| Mr. TWEED. I object. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I call for the regular order 
| of business—the consideration of the bill which 

has been under discussion for several days. 


| PACIFIC RAILROAD AND TELEGRAPH BILL. 


| and the Pacific, and for other purposes. 
pending motion is the question to refer the subject 
| toa select committee of thirteen, upon which prop- 
osition the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
Mr. WARREN. I desire to know if a motion 


tion was ordered would be in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that such 
a motion would be in order, but the question is not 
debatable. 


provided I am permitted to give the reasons which 
induce me to submit the motion. 

The SPEAKER. Itis not in order to discuss 
the subject at all. 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Chair state to what 
extent the previous question will operate? 

The SPEAKER. The previous question hav- 
ing been ordered to be put, brings the House. to 
vote, first upon the motion to commit the bill to 
a select committee of thirteen. If that motion 
fails, it will bring the House to vote upon the pend- 
ing amendment, and then upon the bill itself. 

Mr. WARREN. 1 oui then ask the gentle. 
man who moved the previous question to with- 
draw it until [ can submit the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in the power of the 
mover of the previous question to withdrawit. It 
is now an order of the House; and the gentleman 
cannot reach his object without reconsidering the 
previous question. . 

Mr. WARREN. I desire very much to sub- 
|| mit an amendment that divests this whole subject 
| of anything of a sectional character. 1 have such 
/}an amendment prepared; and | would ask the 
consent of the House to have it submitted. 
Several Mempers objected. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
whole subject upon the table. 

Mr. McDOUGALL demanded the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 

r. WALLEY. Before the vote is taken, I 
wish to make an inquiry of the Chair. 1 under- 
stood that the affirmative and negative of the ques- 
tion had both been propounded—the question tobe 
taken by tellers; but, before the vote was declared, 
a motion was made, and entertained by the Chair, 
to have the question taken by yeas and nays. Is 
it competent, then, in this stage of the question, 
to have a new question submitted ? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to lay upon the 
table is in order by the express rules of the House. 

Mr. WALLEY. After the affirmative and 
negative sides of the question are put? 

“The SPEAKER. ost certainly. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Jones’s 
motion; and there were—yeas 49, nays 125; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messers, Abercrombie, Aiken, Ashe, Belcher, 
Bridges, Carpenter, Caskie, Chastain, Churchwell, Cobb, 
Colquitt, Craige, Curtis, Edmundson, Fuller, Goode, Grow, 











I move to lay the 
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|| gersoll, George W. Jones, J. Gianey — Houston, In 


|| Bailey, Ball, Barksdale, Bell, Bennett, 
|| Bliss, Breckinridge, Bristow, Campbell, Caruthy 
|| ler, Chase, Chrisman, Clark, Clingman, 


|| John M. Ettiott, Ellison, Etheridge, 
|| ner, Flagier, Florence, Giddings, Goodwin, Gree, 6 
i wood, Grey, Wiley P. Harris, Harrison, Haven, He, afeen. 


{| Knox, Lamb, Latham, Lilly, L 


it 
| 


to permit those persons who are desirous of enter- | 
|ing lands under that act to make the affidavits | 


The SPEAKER. The business first in order, || 
is the consideration of House bill No. 295, ‘‘to | 
provide for the establishment of railroad and tele- | 
graphic communication between the Atlantic States | 


The | 


to reconsider the vote by which the previous ques- || 


Mr. WARREN. I desire to submit the motion, || 
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| Hamilton, Aaron Harlan, Hastings, Hibba: 


ea 
MeMullin, Me 
Orr, Bishop r 2 


Kein, ¢ 


ueen, Ma,’ 


Kittredge, Kurtz, Letcher, 


Smith, T 


Vansant, Wal-h, Wheeler. and Witte—49, tow 


NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Willis Allen 


Benson, 
ts 

Corw; 
Davis, Dawes.’ 
. 2 awe 
E Eddy, Edgerton’ 
verhart, Farley, Pau. 


» Day 
Aid 
Chang 
| Crocker, Cutting, John G. Davis, Thomas » © 
| Dickinson, Disney, Dunbar, Eastman, 


endrieks 
nd Jou, 
» Mel 
c y Matteson, Mesie 
Maxwell, Middieswarth, Morgan, Nicfiols, Nobie, yo" 
Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Peck, Pennington, Jobn Pent 
Phillips, Pratt, Preston, Pringle, Ready, Reese, Riches 
| Riddle, David Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins : 
Russell, Sage, Sapp, 8eward, Shannon, Sim 
| ton, Sainuel A. Smith, William R. Smit 


| Henn, Hill, Hillyer, Hughes, Hunt, Johnson, Ri jg 


indiey, Linds} 
| loch, Macdonald, McDougall, Macy, one 





? 
don, 
’ Rowe 
MONS, Single. 


; mith, George w 
Smytb, Sollers, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton 
Hestor L. Stevens, Straub, John J. Taylor, John 1 te 
lor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Tweed, Upham Wae, 
Walker, Walley, Warren, Ellihu B. Washburne — 
Washburn, Weils, John Wentworth, Tappan Weniy. nt 
Westbrook, Daniel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Wrign; vo" 
and Zollicoffer—125. » Fates, 


So the House refused to lay the bill and ameng. 

_ ments upon the table. 

| Pending the call of the roll, 

| Mr. OLIVER, of New York, said: 1 woy) 

| have voted in the affirmative upon this question 
had I not paired off with my colleague, 

W atsriwce of New York. 

| The question then recurred upon referring th 

| bill and amendments to a select comntfittes of 

thirteen. 

Mr. WARREN. I wish to know whether jt 
would be in order for the gentleman from Indiang 
| (Mr. Davis] to accepta modification of his amen(. 
ment? i 

The SPEAKER. It can be done only by the 
unanimous consent of the House. 

Mr. WARREN. [I ask, then, the unanimous 
consent of the House to offer a proposition of the 
character | have suggested. 

Mr. LETCHER. 1 object. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 71, nays 117. 


YEAS— Messrs. Ball, Belcher, Bennett, Benton, Bridges, 
Campbell, Carnenter, Chandler, Chase, Colquitt, Corwin, 
Craige, Crocker, Curtis, Thomas Davis, Dick, Dickinson, 
Disney, Dunham, Everhart, Faulkner, Fenton, Flagler, 
Goode, Goodwin, Grow, Hamilton, Aaron Harlan, Harri- 

_son, Hastings, Haven, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, Hunt, Dan- 
ie) T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glancey Jones, Kittredge, 
Kurtz, Letcher, Lilly, McCulloeh, McQueen, Maurice, 
Middleswarth, Millson, Morg in, Morrison, Murray, Peck, 
Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Pringle, Puryear, Rufin, 
Russell, Sage, Sapp, Shaw, Simmons, William Smith, 
William R. Smith, Stratton, John J. Taylor, Jobn L. Tay- 

| lor, Trout, Vansant, Wade, Tappan Wentworth, and 
| Wheeler—71. 

NA YS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 
Willis Allen, Appleton, A-he, David J. Bailey, Barksdale, 
Barry, Bell, Benson, Bliss, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, 
Bristow, Bugg, Caruthers, Caskie, Chamberlain, Chas 

| tain, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Cook, 

| Cox, Cutting, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dunbar, Eastinan, 
| Eddy, Edgerton, Edmundson, Jobn M. Eliiott, Evtison, 
| Etheridge, Farley, Fiorence, Fuller, Gamble, Green, Green- 
| wood, Grey, Wiley P. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hughes, 
| Johnson, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Knox, Lamb, Lan, 
| Latham, Lindley, Lindsley, Macdonald, Me Dougall, Me- 

Mullin, Macy, Matteson, Maxwell, May, Smith Miller, 

Nichols, Noble, Norton, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Parker, 

| John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Pratt, Preston, Ready, 
Reese, Richardson, Riddle, David Ritchie, ‘Thoms 

Ritchey, Robbing, Rogers, Rowe, Seward, Shannon, Show- 

er, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, George W. Smyth, Sol- 

lers, Frederick P. Stanton, Rietiard H. Stanton; Hestor L. 

Stevens, Straub, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Fhurston, Tweed, 
Upham, Walker, Walley, Walsh, Warren, Ellihu B.Wash- 

burne, israel Washburn, Welts, John Wentworth, West- 
brook, Witte, Daviel B. Wright, Hendrick B. Woegit, 

Yates, and Zollicoffer—117. 


So the House refused to refer the bill to a select 
committee of thirteen. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. OLIVER, of New York, said: I would 
have voted in the affirmative upon this question, 
had I not paired off with my colleague, Mr. 
Watcsrivce, of New York. 

The question then recurred upon the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana, 
{Mr. Davis.] De aiit 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. 1 wish to inquire if 
the previous question will be exhausted whea 
the vote upon my amendment is taken ? 

The SPEAKER. In reply to the gentleman 
| from Indiana, the Chair begs leave to state, thet 
| the previous question first applied to the motion 
| to commit the bill to a select committee. It will 
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; dments, and ll ana asks the gentleman from Indiana, by the 

equally to the RE ee || unanimous consent of the lossy 0 choo his 


ft to adopt them. I 





apply 


a to the engrossment of the bill, if the House 
the 


i CAMPBELL. I move to recommit the | 
bill to the Committee of the Whole on the state | 
of the Union, and upon that motion | ask the | 
d tion. 
pres esbEAK ER. The motion of the gentle- 
an from Ohio is not in order, as the previous 
snaiien is operating upon the bill, which will 
bring the House to vote, first upon theamendment 
of we gentleman from Indiana, and then upon the 
engrossment of the bill. ' 
Mr. WARREN. The vote now to be taken is 
oon the amendment of the gentleman from Indi- 
(Mr. Davis.) 4 now desire to ask the ton- 
a f the House to state the character of the | 


smendment that I will offer to that amendment. | 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I object. 


Mr. WARREN. lam aware that it was not 
in order, except by the unanimous consent of the 
House, to offer such an amendmentas | propose, 
but | indulged the hope that the House. would 

rant me consent to offer it. 

The amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. Davis] was then read, as follows: 


Strike out from the substitute offered by the gentleman 
fr m Catifornia all from fine tenth to the word “ railroad,” | 
in line twenty-third, inclusive, as follows : 

“One road and telegraph, to commence on the western 
border of the State of Texas, and to pursue the most eligi- 
bie route to the navigable waters of the Pacific in the State 
of California; which line shall be Known as the Southern 
Pacific railroad. 

«One road and telegraph, to commence on the western 
border of the State of Missouri or Lowa, and to pursue the 
most eligible route to the Bay of San Francisco; which 
line shall be known as the Central Pacific railroad. 

“ And one road and telegraph, to commence on the west- 
ern border of the State of Wisconsin, in the Territory of 


Minuesota, and pursue the most eligible route to the navi- | 
gable waters of the Pacific in Oregon or Washington Ter- || 
ritories: which line shall be known as the Northern Pacific | 


railroad.”’ 
And insert the fcllowing : 








proposition in accordance with the paper read at | 

the Clerk’s desk. Is it objected to? 

| Mr. LETCHER. Yes, | object. 

Mr. PECK. Upon theamendmentof the gen- 

_tleman from Indiana, | ask the yeas and nays. | 

| ‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

| The question was then taken, and it was decided 

| in the alfirmative—yeas 104, nays 91; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 
Alien, Ball, Belcher, Bennett, Bridges, Bugg. Campbell, 

| Carpenter, Caruthers, Chandler, Chase, Cook, Corwin, 
Crocker, Curtis, Cutting, John G. Davis, Dick, Dickinson, 
Disney, Dunham, Eddy, Ellison, English, Etheridge, Ever 
hart, Faulkner, Fenton, Flagler, Gamble, Giddings, Goode, 
Goodwin, Grow, Hamilton, Aaron Harlan. Harrison, Hast- | 
ings, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hill, Daniel T. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, Knox, 
Kurtz, Lamb, Letcher, Lilly, Lindley, MeCulloch, Mc- 
Mullin, Maurice, May, Middleswarth, Smith Miller, Mill- | 
son, Morgan, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Peck, Penningtong Bishop Per- | 

| kins, Phelps, Powell, Pratt, Pringle, Puryear. Reese, Rich, 
ardson, David Ritchie, ‘Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rogers- 

, Rowe, Russell, Sage, Sapp, Simmons, Richard H. Stan- 

| ton, Stratton, Andrew Stuart, Jobn J. Taylor, John L. 
Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Trout, Tweed, Vansant, 

| Walsh, Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, Hendrick B. Wright, 
Yates, and Zollicoffer—104. 

| NAYsS—Messrs. Aiken, Appleton, Ashe, David J. Bailey, 

Banks, Barksdale, Barry, Beil, Benson, Benton, Bocock, 


|! Boyce, Breckinridge, Bristow, Brooks, Caskie, Chamber- 


lain, Chastain, Chrisman, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, 
| Cox, Craige, Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dunbar, Eastman, 
Edgerton, Edmands, Edmundson, John M. Elliott, Fariey, 
Florence, Fuller, Goodrich. Green. Greenwood, Grey, 
| Wiley P. Harris, Hillyer, Houstow, Hughes, Hunt, John- 
|} son, George W. Jones, Roland Jonés, Latham, Lewis, 
Lindsley, Macdonald, McDougall, McQueen, Macv, Mat- | 
tesoun, Maxweil, Morrison, Nobie, Orr, John Perkins, | 
Phillips, Ready, Ruffin, Sabin, Seward, Shannon, Shaw, | 


| Sollers, Frederick P. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, Straub, 
David Stuart, Thurston, Upham, Wade, Walbridge, Walk- 
er, Walley, Warren, Etlihu B. Washburne, Lsrael Wash 


Daniel B. Wright—91. 





One grand trunk central railroad and telegraphic line 
from some point on the western boundary of the State of 
Missouri or Lowa, between 36° and 43° of north latitude, 
on the nearest and most eligible route to the city of San 
Francisco, on the Pacific ocean; and also two branch rdil- 
roads and telegraphic lines, one diverging from the said 


central road at some eligible point east of the Rocky mouut- | 


ains, between the 103d and 105th parallel of west longi- 
tude, and running oe the Territories of the United 


| So the amendment was agreed to. 


|| Pending the call of the roll, 
|| Mr. LATHAM said: 


} consent of the House to explain the reason of my 
|| vote? 

| Mr. WHEELER. 
|| Mr. LATHAM. 


|, permit me to state, in one moment, the reasons for 
| my vote. I feel deeper interest in this measure 


1 object. 


OBE. 


| Shower, Singieton, Samuel A. Smith, George W. Smyth, || 


burn, Wells, Jobn Wentworth, Westhrook, Witte, and | 


1 ask the unanimous | 


I appeal to the gentleman to | 














Harlan, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, Hendricks, Hibbard, 
Hill, ingersoH, Daniel T. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kerr, 
Kidwell, Kittredge, Knox, Kurtz, Lane, Letcher, Lewis, 
Lindley, McCulloch, Macdonaki, McMullen, MeQueen, 
Mace, Maurice, May, Meacham, Middleswarth, Millson, 
Morgan, Morrison, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Ol.- 
ver, Modlecai Oliver, Parker, Peck, Pennington, Bishop 
Perkins, Phelps, Powell, Pratt, Pringle, Puryear, ‘Thomas 
Ritchey, Robbins, Rogers, Ruffin, Rasseli, Sage, Sapp, 
Simmons, Sollera, Richard H. Stanton, Stratton, John J. 
Taylor, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Trou, Van 
sant, Walsh, Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, Witte, Hen- 
drick B. Wright, and Y ates—108. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, James C. Allen, Appleton, 
David J. Bailey, Banks, Barksdale, Barry, Bell, Benson, 
Bliss, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bristow, Brooka, Caskie, 
Chamberiain, Chastain, Chrisman, Clark, Clingman, C: bb, 
Colquitt, Cox, Thomas Davie, Dawsen, Drum, Dunbar, 
Eastman, Eddy, Edgerton, Edmands, John M. Elliott Far 
ley, Florence, Giddings, Green, Greenwood, Grey, Wiley 
P. Harris, Henn, Hilyer, Houston, Hughes, Hunt, John 
son, George W. Jones, Roland Jones, Keitt, Lamb, La- 
tham, Lindsley, McDougall, Macy, Matteson, Maxwell, 
Smiti Miller, Noble, Orr, Johw Perkins, Preston, Ready, 
Richardson, Riddle, David Ritchie, Rowe, Sabin, Seward, 
Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, 
George W. Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Hestor L. Ste 

| vens, Straub, Andrew Stuart, David Stuart, Thurstwn, 
Tweed, Upham, Wade, Walbridge. Walker, Walley, War 
ren, Ethhu B. Washburne, Israel Wesbburn, Wells, Join 
Wentworth, Westbrook, Daniel B. Wright, and Zoliicofier 
—93. 


So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
table. 


Pending the call of the roll, 


|| Mr. McDOUGALL said: I change my vote, 


| and vote in the affirmative, for the purpose, in 
case the proposition fail, to carry out the under- 
standing of the friends of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon 
ordering the bill to be engrossed, and read a third 
time. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is not the question 

upon the adoption of the substitute as amended ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs pardon. It 
|| is upon the adoption of the substitute as amended, 
by the amendment of the gentleman from Indiena, 
| (Mr. Davis.) 
| Mr. McDOUGALL. I wish to inquire of the 
Chair whether it is now in order to make some 
| corrections in the balance of the bill, in order to 
|| make it correspond to the amendment which has 
|| been adopted? 
The SPEAKER. No amendment is in crder, 
|| except by unanimous consent. 


|| Mr. WHEELER. 


States, in the directidn of Memphis, in the State of Tennes- l object 


sec ; aud one diverging from the said central road at the || : | 4 : 
point last aforesaid, and running through the Territories of than any gentleman present, excepting my col Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. There are some few 
league, and | am anxious to prevent any subse- 


the United States to the most eligible point on the western 
shore of Lake Superior. 


Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana. I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House simply to have read 
an amendment, which | send to the Clerk’s desk, 
and which the Louisiana delegation desire to have 
accepted by the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. LETCHER. 1 object. 

a PERKINS. I only ask that it may be 
read. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It is not in the 
eee of the gentleman from Indiana to modify 

is amendment now, is it? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. HUNT. Butthe amendment may be read 
by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is very 
short, and will be reported. 

It was read, as follows: 

_ Strike out all after the word “commence,” in the tenth 
line, to the word “* Texas,” in the eleventh line, and insert 
in liew thereof the words, ‘on the western border of the 
Biale of Texas, Arkansas, Missouri, lowa, or Wisconsin.” 


Strike out all after the word “ California,” in the thir- 
ae line, to the word * railroad,’ in the twenty-third 

The following is the portion of the bill to whieh 
the amendment refers, with the parts proposed to 
be stricken out included in brackets, and the words 
to be inserted, in italics: 


g One road and telegraph, to commence [on the western 
aie of the State of Texas,] on the western border of 
State of Texas, Arkansas, Missouri, Iowa, or Wiscon- 


sin, and to pursue the most eligible route 'o the navigable | 


Waters of the Pacific, in the State of Ca ifornia; 
= shall be known as the Southern Pacific railroa 
on ue road and telegraph, to commence on the wstern 

rder of the States of Missouri or lowa, and to pursue the 
mst eligible route to the Bay of San Francisco; which line 
shail be Known as the Central Pacific railroad. 

And one road and telegra bb, to commence on the west- 
ern border of the State of 
Minnesota, and pursue the most eligible route to the navi- 
gxble waters of the Pacific in Oregon or Washington Ter- 
ritories, which line shali be known 
railroad.) 


— 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisi- i 


Visconsin, in the Territory of 1} 


as the Northern Pacific | 


| quent misconstruction of my motive. in voting 
| upon the present question. 

| Mr. WALSH. I object. 

| Mr. LATHAM. Then call my name; I vote 
| no 
| 








Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I moveto reconsider 


| the vote last taken, and to lay the motion to recon- | 


sider upon the table. 
| Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. 
| nays upon that. 
, Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope the gentleman 
| will not insist upon his motion. 
| Mr. DAVIS. I withdraw it for the present. 
| Mr.HAMILTON. Then1I movetoreconsider 
the vote, and to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
| 


the table. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Upon that I demand 
| the yeas and nays. 
| The yeas and nays were ordered. 
] Mr. WENTWORTH. | wish to ask the Chair 
| a question in reference to a point of order. I do 
| it that members may have information by which 
|| to govern their, votes. If this motion is carried, 
| can we then gn back? 

[Cries of ** Order!’ “ Order !’’} 

Mr. WENTWORTH. Will not the passage 
of this motion be tantamount to killing the whole 
bill ? 

{Cries of ‘* Order!’’ “ Order!’’] 





|| formation asked for. 


\| YEAS—Mesests. Abercrombie. Willis Allen, Ball, Del 


Yeas and | 


| 

TheSPEAKER. Itseems to be objected to that 
the Chair should give the explanation desired. 
| Being in the nature of debate, the Chair has no 
right, nor has any other member, to give the in- 


| 
|| The question was then put; and it was decided 
|| in the affirmative—yeas 108, nays 93; as follows: 


eher, Bennett, Benton, Bocock, Bridges, Bugg, Cam)-bel), 
|| Carpenter, Caruthers, Chandler, Chase, Churchwell, Cook, 
|| Corwin, Craige, Crocker, Curtis, Cutting, Jobu G. Davis, 
Dick, Dickinson, Disney, Dunham, Edmundson, Filison, | 
English, Etheridge, Everhart, Faulkner, Fenton, Flagler, 

Fuller, Gamble, Goode, Goodwin, Grow, Hamilton, Aaron | 


verbal amendments which ought to be made, but, 
perhaps, they are immaterial. 
| Mr. HAMILTON. I object to all amendments. 
Mr. McDOUGALL. Then I hope the friends 
of the bill will vote for this measure. 
| Mr. WENTWORTH, of illinois. I call for 
| the yeas and nays upon the adoption of the 
amendment, as amended. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. KERR. Will it bein order now to move 
to lay the substitute, as amended, upon the table. 
| TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks it will be. 
|| Mr. KERR. Then I make that motion. 
|| Mr. LATHAM. Yeas and nays upon that 
| motion. 
| ‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 
| Mr. FLORENCE. I move the House donow 
|| adjourn. 
| "The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. KERR, I have been earnestly requested 
to withdraw my motion for the present, and I will 
| do so. 
|| Mr. WALSH. I renew the motion to lay the 

substitute, as amended, upon the table. 
| Mr.SAGE. Yeas and nays upon that motion. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question heing taken by yeas and nays 
| upon the motion, resulted—yeas 79, nays 23; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Ashe, David J. 
Bailey, Belcher, Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bricges, 
Brooks, Caskie, Chastain, Churchwell, Clingman, Cob), 
Co'quitt, Craige, Ovnis, Dunbar. Eastinan, Edinundson, 
Fuller, Goode, Grow, Hamilton, Aaron Harlan, Wiley FP. 
Marris, Hastings, Haven, Hibbard, Hillver, Houston, (lant, 

| Ingersoll, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
| Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, Kurtz, Letcher 
| Lewis, Macdonald, McMullen, MeQuueen, Maxwell. May, 


Middieswarth, Millson, Morrison, Murray, Andrew Oliver, 
Orr, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Phillips, Powell, Pur 





year, Reese, Rogers, Ruffin, Russell, Seward, Shaw, 
Shower, Singleton, William Smith, Willian Ro Smith, 


Stratton, Trout, Vansant, Wade, Walsh, Weila, Wheeler, 
Witte. and Lleadrick B. Wright—79. 

NAYS.—Messrs. James C. Alien, Willis Allen, Apple- 
ton, Bali, Banke, Barksdale, Barry, Bell, Bennett, Benson, 








340 


Benton, Bliss, Bristow, Bugg, Campbell, Carpenter, Car 
nthers, Chainberlain, Chandler, Chase, Chrisman, Clarts, 
Cook, Corwin, Cox, Crocker, Cutting, John G. Davis, 
Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dick, Dickinson, Disney, Drum, 
Dunham, Eddy, Edgerton, Edmands, John M. Etiiowt, Bili- 
son, English, Etheridge, Everbart, Pariey, Piagjer, Plor- 
ence, Gamble, Giddings, Goodrich , Good win, Green ,Green- 
wood, Grey, Harrison, Hendricks, Henn, Hill, Hughes, 
Johnson, Roland Jones, Knox, Lamb, Latham, Lilly, 
Lindley, Lindsley, McDougall, Mace, Macy, Matveson, 
Maurice, Meacham, Smith Miller, Morgan, Nichols, No- 
ble, Norton, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Peck, John Perkins, 
Phelps, Pratt, Preston, Pringle, Ready, Richardson, Rid- 
die, David Ritchie, Robbins, Kowe, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Shannon, Simmons, Samuel A. Smith, George W. Smyth, 
Sollers, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor 
L. Stevens, Btraub, Andrew Stuart, David Siwart, John J. 
Taylor, Joon L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, 
Tweed, Upham, Waibridge, Walker, Walley, Warren, 
EFilivu B. Washburne, [srael Washburn, John Wentworth, 
Tappan Wentworth, Westbrook, Daniel B. Wright, Yates, 
and Zollicofler—123. 


So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
table. 

‘The question recurring upon the adoption of the 
amendment as amended, 

Mr. HAMILTON said: I desire some informa- 
tion, so as to understand how we are to vote upon 
this question. If l understand it, the original prop- 
osition, as reported by the Committee—— 

[Cries of ‘*Order!” ‘ Order!” all over the 
Hall.] . 

‘The SPEAKER, The original bill was re- 
ported by the committee of thirteen. A substitute 
for this bill was offered by the gentleman from 
California, [Mr. McDovucatu.}] The House has 
adopted an amendment to that substitute, and the 


question is now upon adopting the substitute as 
amended, 


Mr. HAMILTON. 


amendment 
{Cries of ** Order!’ ** Order !’’] 


The SPEAKER. The question is not debata- 
ble. 


Mr. ABERCROMBIE. I move that the House 


do now adjourn. 


The question was put; and the motion was not 
agreed to, 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays 
on theadoption of the substitute as amended, and 
resulted—yeas 122, nays 79; as follows: 


Y¥PAS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Willis Allen, Apple- 
ton, Ball, Banks, Bennett, Benson, Benton, Bliss, Bristow, 
Bugg, Campbell, Carpenter, Caruthers, Caskie, Chamber- 
lain, Chandler, Chase, Cook, Corwin, Cox, Crocker, Cut- 
ting, John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dick, Dick- 
inson, Disney, Drum, Dunham, Eddy, Edgerton, Edmands, 
Ellison, Etheridge, Everbart, Farley, Flagler, Florence, 
Gamble, Goodrich, Goodwin, Green, Greenwood, Grow, 
Aaron Harlan, Harrison, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Hill, 
Hittyer, Hughes, Daniel T. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Kerr, 
Knox, Kurtz, Lamb, Latham, Letcher, Lilly, Lindley, 
Lindsley, McCulloch, McDougall, Mace, Macy, Matteson, 
Maurice, Meacham, Middieswarth, Smith Miller, Millson, 
Morgan, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Mordecai Oliver, Par- 
ker, Peck, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Phelps, Preston, 
Pringle, Ready, Richardson, Riddle, David Ritchie, Thomas 
Ritchey, Robbins, Rowe, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sim- 
mons, Samuel A. Smith, Sollers, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Richard H. Stanton, Straub, Andrew Stuart, David Stuart, 
John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Tweed, 
Upbam, Walbridge, Walker, Watiey, Warren, Ellibu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Tappan Wentworth, West- 
brook, Vates, and Zollicoffer—122. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Ashe, David J. 
Bailey, Thomas II. Bayly, Barksdale, Barry, Belcher, Bell, 
Bocock, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Brooke, Chastain, 
Chrisman, Clark, Cobb, Colquitt, Craige, Cartis, Dunbar, 
Eastinan, Edmundson, Faulkner, Fenton, Franklin, Ful- 
ler, Goode, Grey, Hamilton, Wiley P. Harris, Hastings, 
Hibbard, Houston, Hunt, Johnson, George W. Jones, Ro- 
land Jones, Keitt, Kidwell, Kittredge, Macdonald, MeMul- 
jin, McQueen, Maxwell, May, Mayall, Morrison, Nobie, 
Andrew Oliver, Orr, John Perkins, Phillips, Powell, Pur- 
year, Reese, Rogers, Ruffin, Seward, Shannon, Shaw, 
Shower, Singleton, William Smith, William R. Smith, 
George W. Smyth, Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, John J. 
Taylor, Trout, Vansant, Walsh, Wells, John Wentworth, 


Wheeler, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, and Hendrick B. 
Wright —79. 


If we vote down this 





So the substitute, as amended, was adopted. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, Is the previous ques- 
tion exhausted ? 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. DAVIS. 


It is not. 


time? 

The SPEAKER, It is. 

Mr. DAVIS. Before that question is taken, I 
move to reconsider the vote last taken, and to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The question was put; and the latter motion was 
agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Louisiana. 


I now move to lay 
the bill upon the table. 





TIE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. GOODE. I call for the yeas and nays upon | 


that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JONES. 1 withdraw the motion to lay 
upon the table, at the request of friends around 
me. 

Mr. LETCHER. Then I renew the motion, 
and upon it, I call for the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then put upon Mr, Letcn- 
ER’s motion; and it was not agreed to. 

The question recurring upon ordering the bill 
to be engrossed and read a third time, 

Mr. BOCOCK demanded the yeas and nays 
upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WARREN. I would inquire of the Chair, 
if this bill is removed from the operation of the 
previous question, before it is ordered to be en- 
grossed, whether it could be amended? I ask the 
question with a view to make a motion to recon- 
sider, if | can effect the object I have in view, by 
so doing. 

The SPEAKER. After the bill has been or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time, a 
motion to reconsider is in order; and if the motion 
to reconsider prevail, then the bill will be open to 
amendment. 

The question was taken on ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and it was 
decided in the affirmative—yeas 104, nays 97; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Sames C. Allen, Willis Allen, Apple- 
ton, Ball, Banks, Benson, Benton, Bliss, Bristow, Bugg, 
Cainpbell, Carpenter, Caruthers, Chamberlain, Chandler, 
Chase, Clark, Cook, Corwin, Cox, Crocker, Cutting, John 
G. Davis, Thomas Davis, Dawson, Dick, Dickinson, Dis- 
ney, Drum, Dunham, Eddy, Edgerton, Edmands, Ellison, 
Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Flagler Florence, Gamble, 
Goodrich, Goodwin, Green, Greenwood, Harrison, Hen- 
dricks, Heun, Hugies, Hunt, Johnson, Knox, Lanib, La- 
tham, Lindley, Lindsley, Lyon, McCulloch, McDougall, 
Mace, Macy, Matteson, Meacham, Middleswarth, Smith 
Miller, Morgan, Noble, Norton, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, 
Phelps, Preston, Pringle, Ready, Ricbardson, Riddle, David 
Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, Rowe, Sabin, Sage, 
Sapp, Samuel A. Smith, Sollers, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Richard H. Stanton, Straub, Andrew Start, David Stuart, 
Johu L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Tayior, Thurston, Tweed, 
Upham, Walbridge, Walker, Walley, Warren, Ellihu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Tappan Wentwerth, West- 
brook, Yates, and Zollicoffer—104. 


NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Ashe, David J. | 


Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barksdale, Barry, Belcher, Bell, 
Bocock, Boyee, Breckinridge, Bridges, Brooks, Caskie, 
Chastain, Churchwell, Cobb, Colquitt, Craige, Curtis, Dun- 
bar, Eastman, Edmundson, Faulkner, Fenton, Franklin, 
Fuller, Giddings, Goode, Grey, Grow, Hamilton, Aaron 
Harlan, Hastings, Haven, Hibbard, Hill, Hillyer, Houston, 
Daniel T. Jones, George W.Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland 
Jones, Keitt, Kerr, Kidwell, Kittredge, Kurtz, Letcher, 
lewis, Lilly, Macdonald, McMullin, McQueen, Maurice, 


| Maxwell, May, Millson, Morrison, Murray, Nichols, An- 


drew Oliver, Orr, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, Bishop Per- 
kins, Jobn Perkins, Phillips, Powell, Pratt, Puryear, Reese, 
Rogers, Ruffin, Seward, Shannon, Shaw, Shower, Sim- 


mons, Singleton, William Smith, William R. Smith, George | 


W. Smyth, Stratton, John J. Taylor, Trout, Vansant, Wade, 
Walsh, Wells, John Wentworth, Wheeler, Witte, Daniel 
B. Wright, and Hendrick B. Wright—97. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and to lay the motion to recon- 
sider upon the table. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. And I demand the pre- 
vious question on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. WHEELER, I demand the yeas and 
nays on the motion to Jay the motion to recon- 
sider upon the table. 

Mr. DAVIS. 1 withdraw my motion to recon- 
sider, and lay upon the table. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Now letthe bill have its 
third reading. 

Mr. WARREN. L rise, Mr. Speaker, to what 
I deem a privileged question, and that is, to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time. I submit the 


| motion with a view of getting in the amendment 


which | have been pressing all along. And on 


| that motion, I shail demand the yeas and nays. 
Is not the next question upon | 


ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third | 


Mr. HOUSTON. 1 do not think, that even if 
reconsidered, you can get your amendment in. 


The SPEAKER. * The Chair wi!l explain the | 


| present condition of the bill. The bill was ordered 
| to be engrossed and read a third time, bya vote of 


the House. The gentleman from California [Mr. | 


McDovcGa tt] then rose in his place, was recog- 


nized by the Chair, and demanded the previous 


| 


question on the passage of the bill. The gentle- 


man from Arkansas, [Mr. Warren,] as he had | 


the right to do, moved to reconsider the vote by 


| bill; and that the gentleman from Ar 


; oo ) 
which the bilbas ordered to be eneroes) 
_read a third time. The Proposition, thon tt 
order, is not debatable, pending the Qanee : 
the previous question. It will be open an 


sion, if the call for the previous question bs." 
down. — 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
read the third time? 
The SPEAKER. It has not. 
Mr. JONES. Then! presume that t 
question cannot be called on the pas 


Has the bil been 


he Previous 
Sage of the 


Kansag j 
order. Sin 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman f; 
|, fornja was entitled to the floor, and demanded », 
|| previous question, before the gentleman ;,,., 
Arkansas submitted his motion to reconsider =. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. If the motip 
submitted by the gentleman from Arkangas - 
vails, will it then be ip order to make amen). 
/ments? Or would the previous question be stil) 

in force to exclude them? , 

The SPEAKER. The previous question wou; 

exclude amendments. = 


The bill being engrossed, it was read q thi,; 
time. ) 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I move to lay the motio, 
| to reconsider upon the table, 3 
Mr. WARREN. I demand the yeas and na 
on that motion. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. KERR. I move that the House do noy 
adjourn. 
Mr. WHEELER. I demand tellers. 
| Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Boyce anj 
Macy were appointed. 
The question was put on the motion to adjourn; 
and the tellers having reported, ayes 91, noes 84, 
Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, demanded the yeas 
and nays on the motion to adjourn. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken on the motion to adjourp, 
and it was decided in the negative—yeas 96, nays 
100; as follows: ‘ 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Appleton, Ashe 
David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Ball, Barry, Belcher 
Bell, Bennett, Boyce, Breckinridge, Bridges, Bristow 

Sugg, Chamberlain, Chandler, Chase, Chastain, Colquitt 

Corwin, Craige, Crocker, Curtis, Thomas Davis, Vick, 

Eastman, Etheridge, Fenton, Fiorewee, Franklin, Gid- 
| dings, Goode, Goodwin, Grey, Grow, Hastings, Haven, 

Hendricks, Hibbard, Hillyer, Daniel T. Jones, Roland 

Jones, Kerr, Kittredge, Knox, Letcher, Lewis, Lilly, Mac- 
| donald, McMullin, McQueen, Matteson, May, Meacham, 
Middleswarth, Morrison, Murray, Norton, Orr, Peck, Peck- 
ham, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Powell, Pringle, Ready, 
Reese, David Ritchie, Robbins, Ruffin, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Seward, Shaw, Simmons, Singleton, Samuel A, Siih, 
William Smith, William R. Smith, Fredérick P. Stanton, 
Richard H. Stanton, John J. Taylor, Thurston, Wade, 
Walsh, Warren, Ellibu B. Washburne, Wells, John Went- 
| worth, Wheeler, Witte, Daniel B. Wright, and Hendrick 
| B. Wright—96. 
| _ NAYS—Messrs. James C. Aflen, Willis Allen, Banks, 
| Barksdale, Benton, Bliss, Bocock, Campbell, Carpenter, 
| Caruthers, Caskie, Chrisman, Cobb, Cook, Cox, Cuning, 
John G. Davis, Dawson, Diekinson, Disney, Drum, Dun- 
bar, Dunham, Eddy, Edgerton, Edmands, Edmundson, 
John M. Elliott, Ellison, English, Everhart, Farley, Faulk- 
|| ner, Flagler, Fuller, Gamble, Goodrich, Green, Greenwood, 
Hamiiton, Aaron Harlan, Harrison, Henn, Hill, Hugies, 
Hunt, Johnson, George W. Jones, J. Giancy Jones, keitt, 
Kidwell, Kurtz, Lamb, Lane, Latham, Lindley, Lindsies, 
McCulloch, McDougall, Mace, Macy, Maurice, Maxwell, 
Smith Miler, Millson, Morgan, Nichols, Noble, Andrew 
Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, John Perkins, Phelps, 
Phillips, Pratt, Preston, Puryear, Richardson, Thomas 
Ritchey, Rogers, Rowe, Shannon, Shower, George \W- 
Smyth. Hestor L. Stevens, Stratton, Andrew Stuar'!, Joha 
L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Trout, Tweed, Uphon, 
Walbridge, Walker, Walley, Israel Washburn, ‘'appea 
Wentworth, Westbrook, Yates, and Zoilicofier—100. 


So the Flouse refused to adjourn. 


‘The SPEAKER. The question now recurson 
the motion to lay the motion to recensider ‘he 
_ vote by which the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
, and read a third time upon the table. : 
| Mr. WARREN. 1 withdraw the motion to 
| 
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reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. The question then recurs on 
| seconding the call for the previous question, upo" 
| the passage of the bill. 

r. MILLSON. I demand tellers. 
Tellers were not ordered. r 
The call for the previous question received ® 

second, and the main question was ordered to be 

now put. 
Mr, SMITH, of Virginia. I move that the 
|| House do now adjourn. 
Mr. PECKHAM. I demand the yeas snd 
|| nays on the motion to adjourn. 
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I nays. 2 
Tellers were not ordered; nor were the yeas 
, cues 


nd ays. z 
“Mr. KEITT. I demand tellers on the adjourn- 
Mi rellers were ordered; and Messrs. Peckuam 
Kenr were appointed. ; 
The question was taken on the motion to ad- 
a ws and it was agreed to, the tellers having re- | 
’ ted—ayes 93, noes 76. : 
Ti ereupon, at three o’clock and twenty minutes, 
1 “6 the House adjourned until Monday at 
twelve, m. 
SD j 
IN SENATE. 
Mowpay, January 22, 1855. 


Prayer by Rev. Henry Suicer. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. | 


CREDENTIALS PRESENTED. 


Mr. CASS presented the credentials of Hon. 
Joun S. WELLS, ap pointed by the Governor of | 
New Hampshire to fill the vacancy occasioned by 
the death of Hon. Moses Norris. The creden- | 
tials were read, and the oath prescribed by law 
having been administered to Mr. Wexts, he took 
his seat in the Senate. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. STUART presented the memorial of ‘Zerah 
Whitney, a soldier in the war of 1812, praying 
to be allowed arrearages of pension for disability 
incurred while in the United States service; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. RUSK presented the memorial of George 
Simpton, a captain in the revenue service of the 
Jate Republic of Texas, praying to be placed on | 
the same footing as the officers of the late Texas 
navy; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SUMNER presented two petitions of citi- | 
zens of Delaware, praying the mediation of the 
United States to put a speedy termination to the 
war now waging in Europe; which were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Delaware, | 
praying a reduction of the rates of ocean postage; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of Jacob | 
Kerr, praying compensation for four land warrants 
for one hundred acres each, delivered by him to a 
United States surveyor for location, and by him 
converted to his own use; which was referred to | 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. MORTON presented the petition of Lieu- 
tenant James Totten, United States Army, pray- | 
ing to be reimbursed expenses for selling at auc- 
tion certain United States commissary stores; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, the petition of William Goff, a revolu- 
tionary soldier, praying to be allowed a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PETTIT presented the memorial of John 
Heneage, employed on the reporting corps of the 
Senate, during the first session of the present Con- 
gress, praying the same allowance as was made 
by the Senate to the reporters of that body; which 
was referred to the Committee on Retrenchment 
and Reform. 

Mr. ROCKWELL presented the memorial of 
Joseph Warren Newcomb, grandson and legal 
representative of General Warren, who fell in 
the battle of Bunker’s Hill, praying to be allowed 
bounty land; which was referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. @ 

Mr. FESSENDEN presented the petition of | 
Almond E. Osgood and others, keepers of light- 
houses in district No. 1, in Maine, praying an 
increase of compensation; which was referred to | 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of R. | 
Finley Hunt, and others, citizens of Washington, | 
opposed to the bill now before the Senate, for re- | 
organizing the judiciary of the District of Colum- | 
bia, and praying that a convention of the people 
of the District may be authorized for the purpose | 
of preparing, for the action of Congress, a code of 
laws for said District; which was referred to the. 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. CASS presented the petition of Abby || 


PRINGLE. I demand tellers on the yeas | Chaplain, late the widow of Josiah Snelling, de- | 
Mr. Fists : || ceased, an officer in the Army, praying a pension; | 


which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa, presented the petition 
of William S. Oliver, a soldier in the late war 
with Mexico, praying a pension on account of 
injuries received in service; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PEARCE presented the memorial of 
Thomas Coward, a lieutenant on board the pri- 
vate armed vessel Chasseur, in the war of 1812, 
praying a pension on account of wounds received 


in battle; which was referred to the Committee on | 


Pensions. 
MOWING AND REAPING MACHINES. 


Mr. SEWARD presented the memorial of | 


Howard & Co., against the renewal of the patents 
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of Cyrus H. McCormick and Obed Hussey, for | 


improvements in reaping machines; which was 
ordered to-lie on the table. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
to the Senate concurrent resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of the State of New York in relation to the 
extension of patents; which 1 ask may be read 
and laid upon the table. 


I am instructed to present | 


The resolutions were read. They declare that | 


in the judgment of the Legislature the sentiment 
of the people of that State 1s opposed to the pas- 
sage of any law by Congress extending the ume 
of any patent or patents heretofore granted to 


Cyrus H McCormick, Obed Hussey, or Moore & | 


Hascall, or ta either or any of them, for mowing 
or reaping machines. 

Mr. STUART. 
I wish, before the question is taken on ordering 
those resolutions to lie on the table, to say a few 
words. As arepresentative of the State in which 
one of the individuals mentioned in the resolution 
resides, | wish to interpose my protest against 


If the Senator will allow me, | 


his being brought into that sort of company. I | 
have had some opportunity, heretofore, to discuss | 
his claims in opposition to the claims of others; | 
but my principal object now is to apprise the | 


Senate that this is but the commencement of a 
scheme, concocted by individuals who oppose the 


extension of these patents, to perambulate the en- | 
tire Union, and to get resolutions of instructions | 
passed in every State in which they can get them. | 
I only want to apprise the Senate that that is the | 


plan, and that it is as unmeaning as it would be if 
we were to sit here and listen to the blowing of the 
wind, because you may go to the Legislature of 


any State in this Union, where these patentees do | 
not themselves reside, and get such resolutions of | 


instruction. 


They mean nothing. The plan has | 


been gotten up in thiscity; it has been concocted | 


since the commencement of the present session of | 


Congress; and it has sought to bring to beara 
supposed public opinior indiscriminately against 
these men. 
of no Senator upon any such topic as that should 
be influenced in the least by such proceedings. 
The Legislatures have no examination of the 
questions connected with the applications for the 
extension of the patents; the facts are not before 
them, they have no cognizance of the matter at 


Now, sir, | submit that the opinion | 


all; they cannot discriminate between those who | 


are meritorious and those who are not, This is 
the work merely of an agent of certain manufac- 


turers, who desire to add to their wealth out ofthe | 


inventive genius of deserving men. 1 only wish 
to apprise the Senate, and, perhaps, the country, 
of the sort of machinery that is set in motion. 


The resolutions were ordered to lie upon the | 


table. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the petition of Mrs. Rachael 
McMillan, widow of Robert McMillan, late a 
surgeon in the United States Army, praying a 
pension, submitted an adverse report thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to which | 


was referred a petition of inhabitants of Maine, 


praying that pensions may be granted to the offi- | 
cers and soldiers of the last war with Great Brit- | 


ain, who were imprisoned at Halifax and Dart- 
moor, and to the widows of those deceased, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 


were referred the petition of Harriet H. Saunders, | 
1 widow of Camillus Saunders, an officer of the 


United States revenue cutter service, who was lost 


| 
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on board the cutter Hamilton, praying a pension- 
and the petition of Jane M. Rudulph, of Charless 
ton, South Carolina, widow of Captain Thomas 
C. Rudulph, late a captain in the United State; 
revenue service, praying a pension, asked to be 
discharged from their further consideration, and 
that they be referred to the Committee on Finance; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 
to whom was réferred the petition of James W. 
Sheahan, praying compensation for reporting the 
trial of George A. Gardiner, for one of the select 
committees of the Senate, in March, 1853, sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate do pay to 
James W. Sheahan, out of the contingent fund, the sum of 
$286 80, being at the rate of $3 per column, for reporting 
the trial of George A. Gardiner, in full satisfaction of his 
claim. 

- He also, from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims, to whom was referred the bill from the 
House of Representatives, for the relief of William 
A. Duer, John Duer, and Beverly Robinson, trus- 
tees of the estate of Sarah Alexander, widow of 
Major General William Alexander, commonly 
known as Lord Stirling, submitted an adverse 


| report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Anne Royal, widow 
of Captain William Royal, of the Revolutionary 
army, praying that she may be allowed and paid 
interest on the amount due her late husband, or 
for some other relief, asked to be discharged from 
its farther consideration; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to whom was referred the memo- 
rial of Hall Neilson, praying the remission of 
interest on notes given the United States, asked 
to,be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee to whom 
was referred a bill to establish the office of sur 
veyor general of Utah, and to grant land to actual 
settlers therein, reported it back with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom were referred documents in rela- 
tion to the claim of John Rogers, to compensa- 
tion for the storage of provisions procured by the 
Government for the Chickasaw Indians, in 1837, 
with a resolution of the Senate on the subject, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill for his 
relief; which was read and passed to a second 
reading. ‘The report was ordered to be printed. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 

Mr. FOOT gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce a bill for the erection of a ma- 
rine hospital at Burlington, Vermont. 

ANALYSIS OF GUANO. 
Mr. CLAYTON submitted the following reso- 


' lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 


sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed to com- 
municate to the Senate the results of the analysis of u new 
variety of guano, made by E. N. Horsford, under instruc- 
tions from the State Department. 


MEXICAN BOUNDARY. 


Mr. GWIWN submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested 
to transmit to the Senate copies of the report and map of 
A. B. Gray, late United States surveyor of the Mexican 
boundary, made to that Department in 1853, explanatory of 
his action whilst a member of the commission appointed to 
run and mark that line. 


EXPEDITION TO JAPAN. 


Mr. SEWARD submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which wasconsidered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested 
to communicate to the Senate a copy of Commodore Perry’s 
report of the naval expedition to Japan, and that the same, 
with the maps, charts, and drawings accompanying, be 
printed, together with five thousand additional copies for 
the use of the Senate, and that five hundred of such copies 
be delivered to him. And that, if the Senate shall adjourn 
before such report shall be received, the said report be seut 
to the Secretary of the Senate. 


| JOSEPH WEBB. 
| On motion by Mr. FESSENDEN, the Senate, 
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as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill from the House of Representatives 
for the relief of Joseph Webb. It will increase 
the pension of Joseph Webb to eight dollars per 
a from the Ist of January, 1852, during his 
ie, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
third ume, and passed. 


SAMUEL PRIOLEAU. 
Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Revolu- 


tionary Claims, to whom was referred the bill 
from the Liouse of Representatives to repeal the 
act for the relief of the legal representatives of 


Samuel Prioleau, deceased, reported it back with- 


out amendment, and asked for its immediate con- || 


sideration. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, | 


»roceeded to consider the bill. No amendment 
eing proposed, it was reported to the Senate, 


ordered to a third reading, read the third time, | 


and passed. 
ROCK ISLAND. 


Mr. SHIELDS. | desire to make a correction 
in the report of some remarks which I made a few 
days ago. I have not theremarks before menow, 
but the Secretary of War has called my attention 
to a slight mistake in them, and I want to seize | 
the first opportunity to correct it. The Committee 
on Public Lands at the last session reported a bill | 
for the sale of Kock Island, to give the right of | 
way to arailroad across it, and also to give the 
right of entry toa man named Sears. The Sec- 
retary of War objected to the sale of the island, | 
and in order to obviate that objection, I offered an | 
amendment, when the bill was taken up some days 
ago, to strike out all in relation to the sale, and | 
confine it to the case of Sears. Istated that I 
concurred with the Secretary of War in his objec- 
tion, and that, concurring with him, I offered the 
amendment. I am reported as having stated that 
I showed the amendment to the Secretary. I 


“merely stated that [ concurred with him in his | 


objection, and concurring with him, I offered the | 
amendment. It isa small matter; but my atten- 
tion has been called to it, and | make the correc- 
tion. 


CAROLINA. 


Mr. BADGER. I ask the unanimous consent | 
of the Senate to introduce, for the purpose of ref- | 


_ THE 

















TSS SSS SS = 
volunteers. It has already appeared in some of | duly advertising for them, as direct se 


the papers of the city, although not reported in | 
either House of Congress. 


ing. 
The PRESIDENT. 
matter of course. 
MAIL ON THE MISSISSIPPI. 


The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a 


It will be printed, as a | 


| communication from the Postmaster General, in | 


|| Columbus, 


erence, a joint resolution authorizing the Secretary | 


of War to sell a portion of the site of the arsenal | 
at Fayetteville, North Carolina, and to purchase 
other lands with the proceeds of such sale. 
Unanimous consent was given, and the joint | 
resolution was introduced, and read twice by its | 
title. 
Mr. BADGER. I desire to say, sir, that the | 
resolution, of which some prompt disposition 
should be made, is for the purpose of authorizing 


the Secretary of War to dispose of a portion of || 


the site purchased by the United States for an 
arsenal at Fayetteville, (that portion being useless 
to the Government, ) in order that he may purchase, | 


| 


| a week, and all other offices of importance between 


} 
| 
' 
| 
| 
| 


| 


and Louisville, and New Orleans and St. Louis, 


with the proceeds of that sale, another portion of |, 


land, which is highly important to the uses of the | 


Government, and to the security and protection of | 


the arsenal itself, 1 will send to the Chair certain | 
papers from the proper authorities evincing the | 
propriety of such a measure, and ask the reference 
of the joint resolution, with the accompanying 


|| under the late advertisement was $185,000 per 


papers, to the Committee on Military Affairs. 1 | 


beg to call the attention of my friend, their chair- 
man, [Mr. Surexps,] to it. 

The joint resolution, with the accompaying | 
papers, was accordingly referred. 


SUPPRESSION OF INDIAN HOSTILITIES. 


Mr. SHIELDS. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to report a bill for the | 
suppression of Indian hostilities. It has been | 
he wy by the War Department, and consicered | 


y the committee, and I am instructed by the | 
committee to report it now, for the purpose of || 





having it printed. My intention is, as instructed 
by the committee, to move to attach it, as an_ 
amendment, to the Army appropriation bill; and | 
hope that will be taken up as soon as possible. 
I wish this bill to be printed now, in order that | 


| 


‘| for trade and travel, will be further enhanced YY 


| Hickman, at twenty-five dollars per trip, six times 


| great mail lines in operation, with which to con- 
_ nect the proposed one at Cairo, making its prin- 


reply to the resolution of the 13th instant, in rela- || 
tion to the establishment of a mail on the Missis- | 


sipni river, under the act of Congress of August 
5, 1854. | 
The Postmaster General states that he invited 


proposals, by public advertisement, on the 29th of | 


August last, for conveying mails from Cairo, by | 
Memphis, Napoleon, Vicksburg, Natchez, and 
Baton Rouge, to New Orleans and back, daily, in 
safe and suitable steamboats; and also from Rock | 





Island, by Hampton, Port Byron, Cordova, Al- 
bany, Fulton, Savannah, Le Claire, Camanches, 
Lyons, Sabula, and Bellevue, to Galena, three 
times a week, in safe an: suitable steamboats; and 
that Sherly, Roe & Sherlock bid ¢300,000 per 
annum for the advertised service between Cairo 
and New Orleans, or $325,000, and supply, in 
addition, three times a week the post offices at 
Hickman, New Madrid, Ashport, 
Osceola, Pecan Point, Randolph, Hickman’s Bend, | 
Fulton, Oldham, Napoleon, Victoria, Gaines’s | 
Landing, Columbia, Greenville, Point Worthing- 
ton, Grand Lake, Princeton, Lake Providence, Ta- 
lula, Pecan Grove, Millican’s Bend, and Young’s 


Point; or $350,000, and supply these points, with || 
| those named in the advertisement, daily. The 


only other bid was from A. J. Cain, at $185,000 
per annum for the advertised service. On the 
Rock Island and Galena route no bid was re- 
ceived in the prescribed time. The only bid was 
one received after time from J. R. Jones at $50 
the round trip, equal to $7,800 per annum. 
Separate routes were also advertised from Cairo, 
by Columbus, Hickman, New Madrid, Ashport, 
Hickman’s Bend, Fulton, Oceola, Pecan Point, 


Samuel Tate $40,000; on the latter no bid was 
received. The boats now conveying mails be- 
tween New Orleans and St. Louis supply Natchez, | 
Vicksburg, Napoleon, Memphis, Hickman, and | 
Cairo, daily, at twenty dollars per trip. The 
Louisville boats touch at the same points, except 


Cairo and New Orleans twice a week, at $800 per 
trip. 

Thus the whole cost during the year ending 30th | 
June last, for daily mails between New Orleans 


including the offices named in the late act of Con- 
gress, and semi-weekly to the numerous other 


| offices on the Ohio and Mississippi rivers, and || 


| 
| 


|| special daily service a part of the year between 


Vicksburg and New Orleans, twice a week be- 
tween Memphis and New Orleans, and six times 
a week between St. Louis and Keokuk, amounted 
to but $112,485 per annum, while the lowest bid 


annum for the limited service therein specified 
between Cairo and New Orleans. 
Under such circumstances the bids, for the ser- 


to defer any acceptance. He felt further justified 
in such course by the fact thatthere were then no 





cipal support dependent on the Department; but 
now by the completion of the lilinois Central 
alout to Cairo, such a large accommodation of | 
trade and travel may be reasonably anticipated as 
will go far towards sustaining a line of boats, and 
thus reduce the cost of mail service. 

The importance of such steamboat service, both 


the completion of the Ohio and Mississippi rai 
road, from the east to its point of intersection with 


the Illinois Central, which is expected to take 


place by April or May next; thus tending toa 


Senators may understand its provisions when the |, further reduction of the cost. 


Army bill shail be taken up. Its object is to raise 


oe 


Having failed to obtain acceptable bids, after 
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| by private contracts, as anthorized by th 
The bill was read, and ordered to asecond read- || 


| sissippi river and its leading tributaries. 





nhuary 29 


—————, 


ed by the at 


he 1s now engaged in efforts to put on the ‘ 


CT Vics 
visions of that act, © pro. 
‘Two special agents have been j 
repair to Caird, and attend tothe regular shin 
of the mails, by transient boats, from that — 
for all the points named in the eet of Cond" 


; . co 
until permanent arrangements can be made ofesa, 


| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. That letter jg ; 

response toa resolution of the Senate adopted 1.. 
or three weeks ago, calling upon the Postm = 
General to inform us whether the act te 


netructed to 


" s of Aug, 
5, 1854, had been complied with. It is aon 
unpleasant, sir, and on this occasion jt is ma 


| painful, to find myself compelled to co 
one of the officers of this Government, My fe 
ings towards that officer personally are of the 
| kindest character. I esteem him asa gentleman, 
| but whatever my personal relations to him may 
be, it does not exonerate me from the discharos 
of my public duty here. I feel, sir, that the Po. 
master General, in refusing to execute the plain 
requirements of the law, has outraged the Fate 
and the interests of my constituents, and "hea 
| treated with indifference, if not with contempt, the 
| legislative department of this Government.’ 

In order that the Senate may understand thig 
question, I beg that they will allow me very briesy 
to go back and take it up from its beginning; | 
| will not detain them long. 

It is known to you, sir, and to every Senator 
upon this floor, that the trade and commerce upon 
the Mississippi river and its great tributaries 
;}amount to more than two hundred millions of 
dollars per annum, the shipments from New 
| Orleans alone, exceeding one hundred millions of 
dollars, passing through, and draining, a portion 
| of the commerce of more than half the States of 
the Union; and yet, sir, with this immense com. 
| merce, and the necessary mail facilities that should 
| attach to that commerce, we have been steadily 

denied, from the beginning of the Government 
down to this date, any of those facilities of postal 
| arrangement that are accorded to every other por. 


Mplain of 





| tion of the Union. The people in the valley of 
‘|| Randolph, and Oldham, to Memphis, and Vicks- | 
| burg to Napoleon, three times a week. On the 


, ; 
ARSENAL AT FAYETTEVILLE, IN NORTH || former J. B. Hall bid $30,000, A. J. Cain, $30,000, | 


| the Mississippi, laboring under this disadvantage, 


| have, from time to time, from year to year, through 


| a series of almost twenty years, remonstrated, 
| petitioned, appealed, begged, and entreated, the 
| Post Office Department of this Government to ar. 
| cord to them benefits and privileges similar w 
| those accorded to others. All those petitions and 
| remonstrances, coming from State Legislatures, 
| from individuals, from large communities, and 
| from small communities, were treated with silence 
| and contempt. 
In 1851, when I was honored’ with a seat upon 
this floor, the Legislature of my State had ap- 
pealed, time after time, for the redress of this 
grievance. I wascharged especially to see whether 
| something might not be done to relieve us from 
| the difficulties and disadvantages under which we 
_labored. I came here, and went to the then Post- 
master General, Judge Hall. I stated to him all 
| the facts connected with the subject, and asked 
him to give us some mail facilities upon the Mis- 
He was 
inexorable in his determination not to do so. | 
went to his Assistant Postmaster General, a west- 
ern man, who, I knew, understood our wants and 
"Necessities, and the interests of that section of 

country. He concurred with me, and in his 


|| Feport recommended the establishment of a mail 
vice contemplated by the act of Congress, ap- || 


| peared to him so extravagant, as to induce him 


service upon the Mississippi river from St. Louis 
'to New Orleans, and from Louisville to New 
Orleans. The then Postmaster General, Judge 
| Hall, refugi to permit his assistant to make that 
_ recommendation in his report, but struck it out. 
_ All hope, therefore, failed of getting any redress 
| there. 

Soon afterwards that Postmaster General retired, 
and another came in. I renewed the application 
to that officer, and [ met with the same fortune 
that I had met before—a cold and indignant re- 
pulse. Driven, then, as a last alternative, when 
all hope had fled of getting redress at the proper 
Department—what occurred? Sir, it is within 
your remembrance, and within the recollection of 
many Senators here, that we came to the Congress 
of the United States to ask them to redress the 
wrongs under which our constituents labored in 
the valley of the Mississippi. 
| Now, Mr. President, eI know my own col- 


| 
| 
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rituents—and I 
om genius, and temper of the people of that 
a ley, they have never importuned Congress for 
anything that was not right. ¢ 
ipliants here for anything they were not 


en su te 
eae They have borne their just propor- 
sen-ef the burdens of the Government whenever 


taxes were to be levied, they bore their portion of 


them without one murmur, without one com- | 


plaint. When levies were made upon their 


jurses OF . 
they met the demand as promptly as any portion 


of this Coufederacy. Therefore, sir, I think they 
are entitled to an equal participation tn its benefits. 
They have not had that equal participation, and 
in view of that injustice we came to the Congress 
ofthe United States, and in 1852, upon a full pre- 
sentation of the case, by an almost unanimous 
yote ot the Senate, and by an equally decisive 
yote in the House of Representatives, a law was 
assed directing the Postmaster General to estab- 
ish the service. | have the law before me, and 
as itis short, I beg to read it: 

« And be it further enocted, Thatit shall be the duty of the 


Posimaster General to Issue propo-als and contracts for the 
transportation of a daily mail between Louisville and Cairo, 
St. Louis and Cairo, Cairo and Memphis, Memphis and 
New Orleans, and to supply such intermediate points as 
be may order from time to time, on suitable aad safe 
steamboats. ”? 


Here is a plain act of Congress, passed in 1852, 
directing the Postmaster General to establish this 
mail service. What followed? The then Postmaster 
General issued his proposals to carry the mail;and, 
not content with a simple execution of the law, 
giving us the daily mail service, he issued proposals 
for adouble daily mail service. Bids were received. 
The bid of Glover & Mather, for $450,000, was ac- 
cepted for this service. It was more than we asked 
for; it was more than the law required. He went 
far beyond our requirements, or the demands of 
thelaw. It was afew days before he retired from 
office. The bid was accepted. Yourself, sir, I 
believe, and some other Senators, seeing that he 
had gone beyond what was necessary, or what 
could probably be executed, called upon the in- 
coming Postmaster General, Mr. Campbell, who 
is now in office, and asked him to suspend the 
acceptance for a few days, in order that it might 
be investigated. Mr. Campbell did suspend the 
acceptance for a few days, until he satished him- 
self that you were right, and that the contract was 
wrong. 

He then proposed to Glover & Mather to make 
anew contract. They made a new contract; and 
Lhaveithere now. In it they propose to carry 
a daily mail from Louisville to New Orleans for 
the sum of $200,000 per annum. That contract 
was made. The boats were prepared. They 
were at the landing. The day was appointed for 
the reception of the mails. The demand was 
made; but the agent of the post office refused to 
deliver the mails; and upon what pretext? Upon 
the flimsey, miserable pretext that there was some 
freight upon the boat. There is not a word in the 
contract about freight being carried—not a word; 
but upon that pretext the mail was refused to be 
delivered, and the refusal was continued, although 
they demanded it day after day. and day after 
day, until, at last, theagent of the Department him- 
selfreleased them from the obligation of continuing 
the demand. Thus, under that pretext, we were 
denied the benefits of a plain act of Congress, 
which had received the sanction of the Senate, of 
the House of Representatives, and of the Presi- 
dent. It had all the forms of law, all the sanctions 
of law, all the responsibilities of law; and yet, sir, 
one of the officers of this Government had the 

boldness, the temerity to set at defiance the plain 
written letter of the law, upon a pretext—a con- 
temptible, miserable humbug of a pretext. 

Thus, after we had been driven from the De- 
partment to appeal to the magnanimity and justice 
of Congress for redress of the wrongs upon our 
constituents, and Congress had passed the law, 
we were still refused the mail, because the Post- 
master General took upon himself to set it aside; 
and what followed? In 1854 wecame here again. 
No mails are given tous. We have none of the 
facilities which are accorded to other portions of 
the Union. Weappeal again to Congress in 1854. 
Congress pass another act of the same character, 
almost in the same words as the former, directing 

again, in the most emphatic, positive, and unmis- 
takable terms, the Postmaster General to establish 


They have never | 


persons, whether in treasure or blood, | 








think I do—if I know the spirit } that mail service. It was not enough that we 
assed one act of Congress, and sent it to the | 


| is the fate of that? 


| to receive. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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xecutive Cflicers of the Government—not enough 
that he shall scorn and despise, and treat with 
contempt that act; but we pass another; and what 
Let us see. 

That last act, passed in 1854, required the Post- 
master General to establish the mail service. He 
has not doneit. We call upon him to answer 
why he has not done it. He has sent us his 
answer. I propose toexamine that answer. Inthe 
first place, he says that he has declined to make 
a contract, because the bids were too high. The 
Postmaster General must presume very largely 
1 think, upon our ignorsnce on this subject. 1 do 
not mean to use any offensive term towards him; 
it is not my habit; but | must be permitted to say 
that, when he states to the Coneress of the United 
States, as one reason why he has not established 


this mail line, that the bids were too high; and that | 


he therefore felt himself constrained to deny them. 
Let us see. Glover & Mather proposed to carry 
the mail daily from Louisville to New Orleans, 
for $200,000 per annum,and to forfeit for every loss 
they met, double the amount they were entitled 
Frem Louisville to New Orleans is a 
distance of one thousand five hundred miles. The 
mail was to be carried daily. That would make 


| five handred and forty-seven thousand five hun- 


dred miles, during the year, from Louisville to 
New Orleans; and five hundred and forty-seven 
thousand five hundred miles back, would make 








Vicksburg and New Orieans, twice a week between Mem- 
plus and New Orleans, and six times a week between St. 
Louis and Keokuk, amounted to but $119,485 per annum, 
while the lowest bid under the late advertisement was 
$185,000 per annum for the limited service therein specified 
between Cairo and New Orieans.”’ 

Mr. President, { would not speak disrespect- 
fully of the humblest officer in this Government, 
if Lknow myself; but when the Postmaster Gen- 
eral made thatstatement, he did it certainly under 
the grossest ignorance that ever blinded the im- 
agination of man—he certainly could not have 


|! understood what he was writing, or else there is 


some other greater error than that. He tells the 
Congress of the United States, that he is getting 
a daily mail service from Louisville to New Or- 
leans, and from St. Louis to New Orleans, for 
the small sum of $112,485 a year. Now, sir, the 
facts are notso. We get no daily mail service at 
all, and for weeks we have not hada solitary mail 
for Louisville, or St. Louis; yet, the head of one 
of the Departments of the Government, tells us 
we are getting a daily mail service for $112,458 on 
the Mississippi river. . 

I can give my own experience on that point. 
During the summer raonths, it has very often 
occurred that for twenty, twenty-five, twenty- 
eight, and as high as twenty-nine days, we have 
not received a mail by the river. I have been 
twenty-nine days three or four times, in getting 


|| papers from the city of Washington; and yet we 
| ‘are told we get 
| to the intelligence of the people of the valley of the 


aily mail service! [tis an insult 


/one million ninety-five thousand miles, which || Mississippi, and a tax upon their patriotism, to ask 


i 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


Glover & Mather would have traveled during the | them to endure such abuses. 
They proposed to travel those one million; 


year. 
ninety-five thousand miles per annum for $200,000. 


| How much is that a mile? It amountsto eighteen | a daily mail service the 


cents and five mills per mile. Let us see what 


You know, sir, that 
the rivers are now in a good boating condigon. We 
are getting, according to the Postmaster General, 
ear round. This is the 
most favorable season of the year, as every one 


is paid for other similar service. Take the ocean | knows. Well, sir, I have here the envelope of a let- 


mail steamers from New York to Liverpool. The | 
They are to 
| make twenty-six voyages, or fifty-two trips per | 


distance is three thousand miles. 


year—three thousand miles out and three thousand 


in, making during the year one hundred and fifty- | P 
| six thousand miles which those steamers have to | ville and St. Louis! 


travel to carry the mail. What do they receive ? 
They receive $858,000; or $5 50 for each mile they 
carry the mail. Glover& Mather were to receive 


eighteen cents and five mills a mile; and the Post- | 
master General tells us he could not make the, po 
contract because it was too extravagant! And yet || might receive the 


ter which was received from Memphis on the even- 
ing of the 20th, post-marked January 4th! Ithas 
been seventeen days coming here from Memphis, 
witha regular daily mail service, according to the 
Postmaster General, from New Orleans to Louis- 
But more than that: on the 
4th, a bond was executed in the city of Memphis 
—acontract with the Postmaster General in W ash- 
ington city. That bord was mailed on the 4th. 
I called last week every day, except one, at the 
post office, to get it, in order that my constituent 
y due to him. Up to this 


| we are paying the ocean line $5 50 a mile—just || morning | was wholly unsuccessful. I was grati- 


| 
| 


! 





thirty times as much! 


fied to find this morning that it had arrived—being 


Again, for the transportation of the mail from || eighteen days out from Memphis, upon this daily 


Washington City to New York, I undertake to || mail service of the Postmaster General. 
say it is more than one hundred per cent., and I | 
believe it costs more than three hundred percent. | 


above what Glover & Mather offered to carry it 
‘for from Louisville to New Orleans. [ will go 
further, without pretending to know more than 


other gentlemen ouglit to know, and [ undertake | 


to say that there is not a contract with the Post 
Office Department for any similar service which 


is within one hundred per cent. of the bid that | 
was made by Glover & Mather; and yet the Post- | 


master General says, ‘‘ 1] decline to make it, be- 
cause you ask too much for it.”’ 


The Postmaster General makes another objec- | 


tion. He says, and I hope the Senators repre- 
senting the Mississippi valley will notice these 
points: 

“< The boats now conveying mails between New Orleans 
and St. l.ouis supply Natchez, Vicksburg, Napoleon, Mem- 


phis, Hickman, and Cairo, daily, at twenty dollars per | 


trip.” 


The boats running from St. Louis are to supply | 
Now, will any Senator pre- | 
tend to say, in his place here, that a boat goes | 


these points daily! 


down daily from St. Louis that can supply those 
points with a daily mail service? 1 undertake to 
say, upon my responsibility, and | am willing to 


risk this with the Post Office, if, upon that route, | 


we were to depend upon boats from St. Louis to 
those points, we should not average, the year 
round, on2 mail during the week; whereas tiie 
Postmaster General tells us, in his written com- 
munication, we get a daily mail by the boats from 
St. Louis. But that is not half as bad as some 
other statements. He goes on to say: 

That the whole cost during the year ending 30th June 


| last, for daily mails between New Orleans and Louisville, 


and New Orleans and St. Louis, including the offices 


| named in the late act of Congress, and semi-weekly to 
the numerous other offices on the Ohio and Mississippi | : f ; 
| rivers, and special daily service a part of the year between |, and our glorious institutions; 


|| that he is getting this service at $20 atrip. 


|| Mississippi. 


If there 


| is. no injustice in all this, | should like to know 
\ where injustice is to be found? 


But the Postmaster General goes on to say 
Now, 
every man who has ever been on the Mississippi 
river knows exactly how much that is to be 


| trusted. What does the Postmaster General mean 


when he tells us that he is getting this service per- 
formed at $20 a trip? He says in the very identi- 
cal paragraph that it is a daily service. Now, 
you know, Mr. President, and every man who 
has ever been on the Mississippi river knows 
just exactly what they mean by thie daily mail 
service at $20 atrip. A freight boat starts from 
St. Louisto New Orleans. The Postmaster Gen- 
eral has his agent upon the shore. He says to 
the captain, ** how much will you take this mail 
for??? 1 will take it just as any other freight, 
and I will deliver it at Memphis, and Vicks- 
burg, and the other points as you say. | will 
take it just as freight.”” But does that captain 
bind himself to deliver the mail at any specified 
time? Notatall. He never can do it; he never 
dreamed that he would do it; and you cannot 
show a contract in the world by which it was 
everdone. They take it as freight, and they de- 
liver it when they get to the point. If they get 
there in two days they deliver it, or if in two 
months they deliver it. I have been as long as 
fivedays getting from Nashville to the mouth of 
the river, only two hundred miles, on one of those 


| boats. That isthe daily mail service which the 


Postmaster General offers to the valley of the 
That is the daily service he gets for 
$20 a trip; and that is the service he tenders to 
us in lieu of two specific declarations of the Con- 
gress of the United States. 

Mr. President, we talk about our free country 
but suppose a prime 





wrk 





344 
minister in one of the despotiems of the Old 
World should take upon himself to set aside the 
plain declaration of the law! Why, sir, the 
Crown itself would not dare to do such a thing. 
And yet, here, one of the adjuncts of the Execu- 
tive Department of this Government takes upon 
himself, not only to set aside one act of Congress, 
but, when you come to reform and reindorse it by 
legislative power, he again takes it upon himself 
to set that aside, and then tells us he thought he 
was doing better by making some other arrange- 
ment. It is enough for him, I think, to execute 
the law. If there is anything wrong in making 
it, weare responsible. The law required him to 
execute these contracts. He has refused to do it. 
He has trented us with silence, with indifference, 
with contumacy, and with contempt. I, for one 
am not willing to bear it any longer. 1 mean to 
remonstrate, in the name of my constituents, 
against this outrage. We are held responsible 
and accountable at home. Yet, sir, an executive 
officer of the Government interposes between the 
law-making power of the Government, and the 
execution of that law, and sets it at defiance! 

W hat remedy should be adopted, | will not say, 
I will not trust myself to say. If I were left to 
the suggestions of my own mind, my own convic- 
tions of what is due to the legislative department 
of the Government, I might go further than pru- 
dence would suggest. Therefore, | make no sug- 
gestion. Having full confidencegn the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, | am willing 
to leave it there. But I do ask che Senate of the 








United States to vindicate their own position, their | 
own self-respect, by having this law executed or, 
Kither see that it be executed, or repeal 


repealed. 
it. If a law made here in all the forms, with all 
the sanctions, and by all the power of a legislative 


proceeding, may be set aside by one of the subor- | 


dinates of the Government, your boast about the 
institutions, and the legislative power of this Gov- 
ernmentisa mere pretext and a miserable humbug 
to the deluded and honest man. These are the 
feelings which | have. 
the reference of the communication. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, 1 am not suffi- 
ciently familiar with the fact to offer a satisfac- 
tory answer to the honorable Senator from Ten- 
nessee. I have, however, some knowledge of the 
general facts in reference to the mail service on the 
Mississippi and Ohio rivers. The question is 
before the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads on a complaint made by Glover & Mather, 
that their contract was set aside by the Postmas- 
ter General, and it is undergoing a course of in- 
vestigation. We have not yet decided on it; 
whenever we do so, the Senate, of course, will be 
entitled to the benefit of the facts elicited by our 
examination. 


Some years ago the proposition was made to | 
require the Postmaster General to contract for the | 
transportation of a daily mail on the Ohio and | 


Mississippi rivers. Efforts of that description 
had been made before, and had resulted in a fail- 
ure to carry daily mails, not, perhaps, the whole 
Jength, but some distance along each of these riv- 
ers. Efforts had been made by former Postmas- 
ters General to carry a daily mail, but they had 


resulted in failure, and, also, in applications, as it 


-was natural, by the parties taking the contracts, 
for damages for losses which they had sustained. 
Vor a part of the year the Ohio river is not navi- 
gable. I warned the Senate of these difficulties at 
the time when they passed the law requiring ab- 
solutely a daily mail. 1am not prepared to say 
that the people of the valley of the Ohio and Mis- 
sissippi have not been neglected as to their mail 
service; but, at the same time, I feel fully author- 
ized in saying that it is impossible for anybody 


fully to execute, in steamboats, a contract to keep | 


up @ daily mail between Louisville and New 


Orleans, because the stages of water in the sum- | 


mer time will not permit it. 

Well, sir, 1 understand there are other diffi- 
culties. Sometimes these rivers are filled with 
freight and passengers boats—for they carry both 
freight and passengers. The owners of a set of 
boats become contractors for carrying the mail. 


When that is the oase, I understand, (I do not | 


know positively how this may be,) the other lines 
combine to drive them off, and in this way,! have 
heard that one or two lines were driven off. 1 
know I have frequently seen rival lines at some 
of the pointa on those rivers. 


—— 


|, facts in making this investigation. He states that, 


I shall willingly vote for | 


| carrying a daily mail onthe Mississippi river. It 


| sissippi river, from Cairo to New Orleans, and contract for 


: ~ = - em — _ r 
gets a contract for carrying a daily mail, the other | 
boats (because it takes away, of course, part of 
their profits) reduce the prices of freight and 
passage, so as to draw off business from the con- 
tract line. ‘This is one obstacle. 

On the whole, it is a very difficult matter, and 
should be thoroughly investigated. I have not 
fully examined it, but I shall do so. I pointed 
out these things at the time when the two declara- 
tory acts of Congress were passed. 1 told the 
Senate then, that, for a portion of the year, in 
consequence of low water, it would be utterly 
impossible that a daily mail could be constantly | 
carried. However, I shall investigate this matter. | 
| hope it will go to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. I will investigate the | 
facts connected with it. I will also investigate it | 
on the memorial which has gone before the com- 
mittee. If the committee find that the Post- 
master General has been derelict in duty, we 
shall feel no such partiality towards him as not to 
state the fact. If, on the contrary, we find that 
he has done the best he could, we shall equally | 
state that fact, without entering into any contro- | 
versy about it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. b wish to say a 
word in reference to a remark made by the Sena- 
tor from Texas, in order that he may have all the 


fora portion of the year, the difficulty of navi- 
gating the Ohio river is very great. That is true. 
We all know that, and understand it. But that 
has nothing to do with this contract. That was 
a matter for the contractor to undertake himself; 


and for every failure, he was to forfeit double the || you yourself [Mr. Brieut] declared: 


amount he would otherwise receive for the trip, 
according to the terms of the contract. But even | 
supposing the Postmaster General had got the | 
service at $112,009, as he alleges—which is a great 
mistake—then take the position assumed by the 
Senator from ‘Texas, that failures, during low 
| water in the summer season, would occur, and 
make deductions for those failures from, the con- 
| tract of Glover & Mather, to carry a daily mail 
for $200,000, and you will have reduced it down 
to but little more than $112,000, for which the 
| Postmaster General says, triumphantly, he has 
got the service, although everybody who ever 
lived on that river knows that wedo not get such 
service. ‘Thatis a point I make: that it was a 
part of their contract, when they failed to carry 
the mail according to its terms, to forfeit double 





the amount of pay which they were to receive || 


from the Government for that trip; so that we had | 
full indemnity on the part of the Government, 

Mr. RUSK. ‘The result of the knowledge of | 
the fact that they are bound to make failures is, 
they will make high bids, and the Government | 
hus to take the risk of those failures; so that it is 
a very difficult matter. ' 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Mr. President, I have in 
my hand the Congressional Globe of August last, 
containing the debate on this very proposition for 


arose on a section offered, as an amendment to the 
Post Office appropriation bill, by my friend from | 
Mississippi, [Mr. Brown,] in these words: 


© ind be it further enacted, That the Postinaster General |! 


be authorized and required to establish a mail on the Mis- | 


the same in one line, or in such divisions and sections, or 
both, as will be most compatible with the public interest ; 
and to facilitate the execution of this section, the Postmas- || 


| 


ter General may make immediate temporary arrangements || 
for carrying said mail by separate boats; and if he fail to || 
obtain separate boats, after advertising for thirty days, he | 
may make private contracts for carrying said mail. 
mail shall not be carried more than seven, nor less than 
three, times a week, each way ; but if the Postmaster Gen- 
| eral is of Opinion that a daily mail is needed over one part 
of the route, and tri. weekly mails over another part, he 
may contract accordingly.”’ 


A debate sprung up upon that proposition, and 
numerous Senators expressed their disinclination | 
to vote for this additional section to the bill, on 
the ground that there was already an act of Con- 
gress in force making it directly the duty of the 
Postmaster General to establish this service, and 
that it was beneath the dignity of Congress to re- 
enact laws, when they were treated with contempt 
and neglect by the Executive Department of the 
Government. You, Mr. President, were one of 
the Senators who expressed that view. Other 
Senators upon the floor did the same. Upon that 
oceasion, 1, however, made a remark, which I 


ea. J 


| at the expense of my constituency, and, as 
| interests of the whole valley of the Mississippi. 


, Gentlemen object to the passage of this amendme 
| ground that the law, as it was passed two years 


| isiana, or not, is a matter of very littke consequence so { 
| as the merits of the question are concerned. 
| having voted by yeas and nays On this question underatay¢- 


Said || 








rhe Aba 


one or two Senators, as express 
that remark. I said in the iene —se =m 
«| now move, as an amendment. 
offered by the Senator from Miaaiesippt, and mye bw 
It is necessary to state, in this connection, th, 
the Senator from Mississippi offered his » non 
in Committee of the Whole. It was ee 
When the bill was reported to the Sen 
moved its insertion a second time, and epon & , 
second motion, the friends of this daily mailon th 
Mississippi river, succeeded in having the a 
inserted into the law. I said this: ™ 
** Tt may be a matter perfectly agreeable to 
this floor to give a vote of censure against t! 


General, and [ donot know that I should be 
to object to their gratification of that desire 


gentlemen on 
re PoRtmasier 
disposed at all 
if It Wer n 
I believe, Of the 


. 7 Now ® 
unless some amendment of this kind is put in this pjjj ‘an 


perfectly certain we shall remain subject to the Same ines 
veniences in the valley of the Mississippi to which Ween 
now subject, and have been for the last five or six y, ars 


DtON the 
; - se 4g0, pro 
vided a daily mail for us of the valley of the Missjs.,,, 

and to our remonstrances that we do not get that mail. i 
we are deprived of the facilities which all other porto: 

of the Union enjoy, the answer is, that it is the fault of the 
Postmaster General; that the Postmaster General does yo: 
execute the law; and that the law is well enough as jx js 
and that the evident intention is to pass a vote of censure 
on him. Now, sir, if they will offer a distinct and independ. 
ent vote of censure on the Postmaster General, | MAY vite 


| for it, so that I can get my mail; but to take the postal ge. 


vice of the whole valley of the Mississippi and sacrifice 
to the mere gratification of a desire to reprimand the Pog. 


| master General for his neglect of his duties, is what [ thing 


the Senate, on reflection, will not be willing to do.” 
Upon that, sir, some remarks were made, and 


‘<J do not know, Mr. President, how the Senate may 
construe the vote which has been taken. Whether tiie, 
concur in the opinion expressed by the Senator from Loy. 


tar 


The Senate 


ingly, I feel quite sure they will not reverse that vote wiih. 


| out some other and better reason than any yet offered. Now, 
sir, [ repeat?’>—— 


Here is your statement, at the last session, in 


| the debate upon that section: 


‘<T repeat that the law which has been read authorizes 
the Postmaster General, without another word of legista- 


| tion, to enter into a contract to carry the mail to and from 
| any points between Louisville and New Orleans. And 
| permit me to say, that I am quite as apxious to see this 


much needed service in operation as any Senator present, 
and will aid in such legislation as may be necessary to 
effect the object; bat 1 cannot consent to redeclare a law 
so plain in all its provisions as the one which has been 
disregarded and not executed in this instance.” 

That was your opinion, sir; and you voted 
against the amendment upon the ground that the 
Postmaster General was derelict in his duty in not 
executing the law, according to the plain intent 
of the statute, as passed in the year 1852. But 
my friend from California [Mr. Wexver} said 
that he could not concur in this view. He joined 
me in aiding in the passage of this‘ section, and 
his reason is thus stated: : 

«<T do not undertake to censure the Postmaster General. 
It is a matter uf no sort of consequence to me whether lie 
has acted properly or not in the past. I desire to put the 
law in sucha shape thathe will not dare, as an Executive 
officer, to refuse to carry it out.”’ 

Mr. President, he has dared, and he has re- 
ported to the Senate that he has dared to do so. 

Mr. BROWN. Before the vote is taken, | 
desire to-say a word. I have waited to see if any 


_one had more to say in explanation of the course 


of the Postmaster General than has already beea 
said by the Senator from Texas, (Mr. Rusx.| 
We have heard the Postmaster General in his ows 
vindication, and we have heard the Senator from 
Texas, and, if no one else desires to speak, | wil! 
proceed very briefly to assign the reasons why |! 
am not satisfied. 

This is a matter of great concern to a part of 
my constituents—of so much concern, indeed, 
that I cannot permit it to pass by without stating 
to the Senate, and to the country, how my con- 
stituents have been treated. For years, as their 
representative in this and the other House of Con- 


gress, | have labored to have this mail on the 


Mississippi established. But I have, under this 
and preceding Administrations, Jabored in vain. 
In the year 1852, Congress passed this law: 


“Tt shall be the duty of the Postmaster General to issue 
proposals and contract for the transportation oT a daily mail 
between Louisville and Cairo, St. Louis and Cairo, Cairo 
and Memphis, and Memphis and New Orleans, and to sup- 
ply such intermediate points as he may order, from time 10 


Whenever one line || will read; and I will also read the sentiments of |} time, on suitable and safe steaniboats.”’ 
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1855. 


i, will be seen that this act made it the duty of 
. Postmaster General to issue proposals, AND 


tne 


erract for carrying the mail. How that duty 
cv i 


oe performed, the Senator from Tennessee {[Mr. 
- bas already explained. A good deal of 


ONES 
J nee occurred; and, after the lapse of two 
cau the law was not complied with. Congress 


sook the matter in hand again; and, as soft words 
a have had no effect, they determined to 
On the Sth 


seemed to : 
try what virtue there was in stones. 
of August, 1854, it was enacted: 

1e Postmaster General be authorized and pr- 


iene tablish a mail on the Mississippi river from 


necee™ mow Oneans, and from Keokuk, lowa, to Galena, 
~~ . «+: and that he contract for the same in one line, 
i Lie) divisions or sections, or both, as may be most 
pollen “ible with the public service; and to facilitate the 
o eeutine of this section, the Postmaster General may 
ext 


e immediate temporary arrangements for carrying said 
ea by the tip; and if be fails 10 obtain acceptable bids, 
_ idvertising for thirty days, he may make private con- 
giier aa 


trac 


»¢ General is 7 
master Generas | : 
the delivery of the mail at all other points than Cairo, 


Memphis, Napoleon, Vicksburg, Natchez, Baton Rouge, 
snd New Orleans, to three mails a week each way: Pro- 
; ‘ded Nothing berein contained shall be so construed as to 
vided, gZ 


impair the rights of partes heretofore contracting for said 


service.” 
It will be seen that the act is mandatory. It 
pirects the Postmaster General to establish a mail 


on the river. : d 
macy of an executive agent, Congress used strong 


° 


jlanguage. : 
Sx months have passed away, and the direction 


has not been comphed with. The Postmaster Gen- 
eral has been called on for his reasons, and he has 


assigned them. Thequestion now arises, are these | 


reasons sufficient to justify an executive officer in 


failing to fulfill the directions of the law? In my |, 


judgment they are not. a) 
The law is ample in its provisions. 
rects the Postmaster General to establish the mail, 
and then it gives him unlimited power. He is 
authorized to contract for the service in one line, 


or in such divisions or sections as may best ac- | 


complish the end directed. He was empowered 
to make private arrangements for temporary ser- 
vice; then to issue proposals for bids for perma- 
nent service; and, if this failed, to make private 
contracts, And, finally, no limit was fixed as to 
the cost of the service. 
gress to have the mail—so important did they prop- 
erly conceive it to be, that they directed the 
master General to establish it, and they clothed 
him with plenary powers for that purpose. How 


he has discharged his duty under the law is seen | 


by his own report. Has there been any effort in 
good faith to execute the law? 


It is admitted that the directions of Congress | 


have not been complied with. The mail has not 
been established. ‘The Postmaster General says 
he issued proposals, and that the bids were all 
extravagant; and he, therefore, rejected them. | 
need not repeat what the Senator from Tennessee 
{Mr. Jones) has so well said in regard to the ex- 
travagance of those bids. In my judgment, they 
were not so extravagant as to justify their rejec- 
tion under a law commanding the service. But 
suppose they were, were the powers of the Post- 
master General exhausted when he rejected bids 
because they were extravagant? Certainly not. 
1 had an eye to this very state of things when I 
drafted this section of the law; for, as the Senate 
knows, I introduced it. I anticipated a quibble 
to avoid its. execution; and for that very reason 
provided that, in case acceptable bids were not 
received after thirty days’ notice, the Postmaster 
General should have authority to make private 
contracts. Now, sir, how has this last part of the 
law been executed? Weare told that the Post- 
master enerai is trying to make contracts. How 
trying? With whom, and where at? On these 
poimts he leaves us in blissful ignorance. In 
another part of his report he gives us, inadver- 
tently, a little peep behind the curtain as to those 
trials. He tells us, in plain English, that when a 
Certain RAILROAD is done, then he will make a con- 
tract. If this means anything, it means that Con- 
gress has-no business to direct a mail to be put on 
the river until the Central Illinois railroad is done, 
and if Congress presumes to give such directions, 
he, the Postmaster General, will nullify the law. 
W ho gave the Postmaster General authority to 
Dostpone the execution of the law until the railroad 


was finished. Did Congress pass a jaw directing 
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ws tor carrying said mail, and the said mail shall be 
varied daily from Cairo to New Orleans; but the Post- 
Port e authorized, at his discretion, to restrict 


Smarting under the apparent contu- | 


They directed the mail to be established. | 


It first di- | 


So determined was Con- | 


‘Ost- | 
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live near important offices fare better? These are 
important questions, 

But, sir, ihe Postmaster General is egreviously 
mistaken. There is not an office, important or 
unimportant, between the Tennessee lineand New 
Orleans, on the Mississippi side, that gets two 
regular mails a week the year round. Sometimes 
they get more, sometimes less, and very often 
none atall. And this must always be the case, 
so long as the Postmaster General refuses to make 
any permanent arrangement, and relies, as he 
now does, upon mere chance, to get bouts to carry 
the mail. As things have been, and now are, if 
boats go on the regular river trade, the mail goes 
also, and if not, the mail stops. Who would 
think of sending a mail from Washington to Alex- 
andria, only when it suited a hackney coach to 
carry it? And of how much greater consequence 





| the Postmaster General to puta mail on the river 
when the Central lilmois railroad, or when any 
other railroad was done? No, sir, no! lis 
directions were to establish the Mail, and this seif- 
constituted injunction of his does not furnish even 
decent pretext for not doing it. 
The bids, he tells us, were all extravagant. 
Well, sir, why has he not, in compliance with the 
law, made private contracts. Le does not tell us 
so; but we are left to infer that no one would con- 
tract to carry the mail, except at an exorbitant 
price. If this ground be taken, then | answer 
that it was not left to the Postmaster General to 
refuse the service on grounds like those. From 
prudential motives, he was not absolutely required 
to accept a bid. But the plain meaning of the law 
is, that he may *ejétct a bid, if he can make a pri- 
vate contract on better terms. And this discretion- 


ary power he affects to construe into authority || must it be to send the mail on the Mississippi 
to refuse the mail altogether, unless he can pur- | river with certainty, and not wait for uncertain 
chase the service on terms that he thinks reason- || chances of having it taken by a mere transient 
able. He was left, I repeat again, no discretion 


: i trading boat? 
so fos 0A the establishment of the mail was con- || There are other points in this report to which 
cerned. 


I might properly call attention. But I did not 

The Postmaster General was not directed to | rise so much to criticise the report, as to protest 

make contracts, if he could do so on terms that he | against Judge Campbell’s refusal to execute the 

thought reasonable. He was directed to establish law. Its terms are plain, and it was his bounden 

the mail, and, in refusing to do so for the reasons duty to have complied with them, and not, as he 

given by himself, he simply sets the law at defi- | has done, wasted his time in framing excuses for 
ance, and says to Congress, 1 will not execute | 


: not doing it. 
your orders unless it suits me, If an executive | My friend from Texas [Mr. Rvusx] has put in 
officer may take this ground, and maintain it, 


! a sort of defense forthe Postmaster General. He 
Congress had better dissolve, and tarn over the | 


$ will have the thanks of that officer for his kind- 

law-making power to another department of the | ness, | am sure. The defense, however, does my 

Government. Tie : friend’s goodness of heart more justice than it 
There are other matters in this report to which | 


’ r does his information. He says the Ohio river 
| I desire to call special attention. The Postmaster || is often so low that itis impossible to run mail 


boats on it, and this, he thinks, may be some 
excuse for the Postmaster General not establishing 
the mail on the Mississippi river. This excuse 
escaped the ingenuity of the Postmaster General. 
It was left to the astuteness of my friend from 
Texas to discover that a want of water in the 
Ohio was a good excuse for not carrying the mail 
on the Mississippi. Though I think the Post 

master General is sometimes mistaken, | dowbt if 
he does not think a mail might be carried on the 
Mississippi if the Obio dried up entirely. At all 
events, he made no excuse of this kind for refus- 
ing to comply with the law. 

| have made these remarks in. no complaining 
or captious spirit-towards the Postmaster Gen- 
eral. My constituents have complained; and 
again and again they have complained of a want 
of mail facilities on the river. | went to work, 
when a member of the other House, to secure 
them these facilities. I pursued the subject there 
and here, and when Congress had so far seconded 
my efforts as to direct the mail to be established, 
I thought ita littlehard thatan Executive officer— 
and he not the highest in the land—should inter- 
pose to prevent it. I could have stood a presi- 
dential veto, But I protest against nullification 
by the Postmaster General. 

I am now done with this subject. 
everything in my power. Ihave moved this law, 
and aided in its passage. The Postmaster Gen- 
eral refuses to execute it. If my constituents 
complain, | point them to the President. Ee 
approved the law, and he is bound to see it faith- 
fully executed. 

Mr. DIXON. I rise merely to say that | agree 
fully with my friend, the Senator from Tennesece, 
in the lucid exposition which he has given of this 
whole subject; and while | would not pretend to 
suggest what would be the proper remedy in the 
case, | cannot but feel that the course of the Post- 
master Genera', in refusing to carry out the plain 


| General says: ‘*The boats now conveying the 
|| mail between New Orleans and St. Louis, supply | 
Natchez, Vicksburg, Napoleon, Memphis, Hick- | 
man, and Cairo, daily,’’ &c. 
Sir, it will be news to my constituents that they | 
| get a daily mail by these boats. 
| Bat again: he. says ‘the Louisville boats 
| touch at the same points daily, except Hick- 
man,’’&c. This is capital. If this statement is 
| to be relied on, the peor of Natchez and Vicks- 
| burg—and it is for them I speak on this occasion, 
| —receive a double daily mail by the river the year 
round. Truly, sir, if this is correct, they complain 
without cause. Butis it correct? there’s the rub. 
|| No, sir, it is not correct. I do not say the Post- | 
| master General misrepresents the facts wilfully. 1 
know he does not. In all the relations of private 
| life [ have found him a gentleman. He will not | 
| tell an untruth; of this Lam assured. But he is | 
deceived. On this point of delivering double daily 
mails at Natchez and Vicksburg, he ts simply mis- 
taken. He tells us he pays for this service. All 
| have to say on that point is, that if he pays 
for delivering two mails a day at Vicksburg and 
Natchez, by St. Louis, or Louisville, and New 
| Orleans bouts, he is cheated. No such service is 
performed. 
I do not mean to say that there may not be 
a day, or several days, when these mails are 
delivered, as the Postmaster General says. But 
this I say, there is no regular or reliable mail 
service on the river of any kind—none such as | 
approaches an apology for the service directed 
by the act of 1854; and this the Postmaster Gen- 
eral knows, if he understands what is going on in 
his Department. 
But again: ‘* 41l other mporTANT offices,’’ says 
the Postmaster General, ‘* between Cairo and New 
| Orleans are supplied twice a week.’’ If this were 
| true it would be no compliance with the law. The 
| law requires three deliveries per week each way. 
| But L undertake to say these intermediate offices provisions of this Jaw, subjects him to the just and 
are not supplied once a week,and, in the summer | rightful censure of ai] those people in the United 
| months, scarcely once a month. The Postmaster || States who are interested in the carrying of the 
General is again at fault on this point. | mail between the points proposed by the law. It 
Who told the Postmaster General to supply | seems to me that the provisions of the law are too 
only the important offices? Who told him that | clear to admit of any doubt as to what the duties 
if A or B lived at an office not important in his of the Postmaster General are. He is required, 
judgment, they should be cut off from all mail | under the provisions of the law, to make a con- 
| facilities? Is itto be understood by the planterson | tract. As to the terms of the contract, | do not 
| the Mississippi, and allothersinterested inthecom- understand that the law gives him any particula” 
| merce of that river, that they must live near an | discretion, except that he was to make the cen- 
| important office, or Jadge Campbell doesnot think | tract in such a way as should best subserve the 
it worth his while to send them a mail? and if| interests of the country. He was reqmred to 
| offices between Cairo and New Orleans do not at , make the contract. The reason which he gives 
least get two weekly mails, are its patrons to con- | for not making it, is, that he cannot make a con- 
|| sole themselves with the reflection that those who |. tract without paying too much for the services 
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which are proposed to be rendered. Is it 4 matter 


of discretion with him to determine whether he is 
to pay too much or too little for the services to be 
rendered? The law makes it his duty tu put out 
the contract to the lowest bidder. When he has 
discharged hia duty in offering it to the lowest bid- 
der, then at once it becomes his duty to make the 
contract with the lowest bidder, in conformity 
with the plain provisions of the law. 
he comes here to the Senate of the 
and says the reason why he has 


United States 


price bid was too much for carrying this mail, 
surely he takes upon himself the exercise of a dis- 
cretion which never was intended to be confided 
to him by the legislative department of this Gov- 
ernment. 

Sir, the Congress of the United States were the 
best judges of whether this mail should be carried 
between the points proposed or not. They have, 
in their discretion, determined that 1t should be 
carried. They have committed to his discretion 
the right to ester into these contracts—nay, they 
have made it hia duty to enter into the contracts; 
and now he refuses to doit, upon the shallow pre- 
text that, in his judgment, he could not do it 
without subjecting the Government to too great 
expense. He takes upon himself the right of de- 
ciding a question which does not properly belong 
to him, and casts an imputation upon the good 
sense of the Congress of the United S:ates, in re- 
quiring him, by a law which they passed, to make 
a contract which was necessary for the benefit of 
the people of that section of the country. 

For myself, without intending to cast any im- 
putation whatever on the Postmaster General, 
(for | entertain for him high respect,) | must say 
that, in refusing to enter into a contract which the 


Now, when 


not complied | 
with the law, is, that he considers that the lowest | 


law plainly required, he has, in my humble opin- | 


ion, transcended his powers, and set at defiance 
the settled law of the country. 

On motion by Mr. RUSK, the letter of the 
Postmaster General was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message wan received from the House of |; *°°. 
| visions which have never been in a bounty land | 


Representatives, by Mr. McKean, Chief Clerk, 


announcing that they had passed the bill from the || 
Senate to authorize the issue of a register to the | 


bark Foundling, of Boston. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 
Mr. JOHNSON. A few days since a j 
resolution was passed to regulate the modé ilies 
curing engraving and lithographing for Congress. 
The passage of that joint resolution makes it 
necessary to have an addition to our rules, or else 
to make a special order in every instance where 
engraving is necessary to accompany a public 
document. I am, therefore, instructed by the 
Committee on Printing, to offer the following res- 
olution, andask for its immediate consideration: 
Resolved, That the 3ith rule be amended by adding to the 
clause relating to the Cormmmittee on Printing the following: 
The said committee shall also supervise and direct the 


procuring of maps and drawings accompanying documents 
ordered to be printed. 


| | 


| 


} 


There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 


to consider the resolution. 

Mr. BADGER. I will ask my friend from 
Arkansas whether the word ‘* procuring”’ is suf- 
fictently extensive to cover the object ? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes, sir; the Committee on 
Printing think so. The object is to have the mat- 
ter provided for by our rules, and thus save the 
trouble of passing a special resolution whenever 
any lithographing or engraving is necessary. 

‘The resolution was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE CLERKS. 

Mr. BADGER. There was an oversight in 
regard to the clerks of our committees, committed 
at the last session, which was then rectified on 
my motion. I submita resolution to accomplish 
the same object now: 

Resolved, That such of the clerks to the standing com- 
mittees of the Senate as have been on duty since the first 
day of this session, be paid therefrom. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
eonsent, and agreed to. 


EXTENSION OF BOUNTY LAND LAWS. 


On motion by Mr. BRODHEAD the Senate 
resumed the consideration of the bill, “in addition 
to certain acts granting bounty lands to certain 


| 
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| 
| 
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military service of the United States,’’ the pending 


question being on the amendment of Mr. Bext to | 


insert among the*beneficiaries of the bill: 


And each of the surviving volunteer officers and privates 
| who, in any of the wars in which this country has been 
| engaged, performed military service against the public 
| enemies, though not cailed regularly into the service of the 
United Siates.”’ 


Mr. BELL. 
| submitted by me, by striking out the word ** vol- 
unteer’’ on the suggestion of several gentlemen. 
| Then it will cover several other classes of persons 
|| to be provided for, who they think stand in the 
| same relative position towards the objects of this 
| bill. 1 modify the amendment by striking out 
| the word volunteer, so that it will now read: 


And each of the surviving officers and privates, who, 
in any of the wars in which this country lias been engaged, 


| not called and regularly mustered into the service of the 
United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SEWARD. I wish to ask the honorable 


| Senator from Pennsylvania whether the amend- 
ment in relation to extending the benefits of this 





included ? 

Mr. BRODHEAD. 

Mr. STUART. 
I believe. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
offered. 

The PRESIDENT. It was included on the 
motion of the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Brown.] 

Mr. SEWARD. Has it been adopted? 

The PRESIDENT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. I wish to inquire 
whether its provisions are extended to the negroes 
who fought in the wars of this country ? 

The PRESIDENT. Thereisno clause of that 
kind in the bill, I believe. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Tf now desire to offer a 
substitute for the entire bill. I do not think that 
| it can be executed in its present form. It covers 
too much ground. I[t has too many novel pro- 


I do not know. 
There is nothing of that kind, 


bill before. The land warrants under it will not 
be worth anything; and 1 doubt very much 
| whether we shall have land enough upon which 
| they could be located. It goes back to the Revo- 
‘lution; it includes all who were engaged in the 


oint || Revolution, their widows, and, in case of the 


death of a revolutionary officer or soldier, it goes 
l to his heirs, to his children—not alone to the 
' minor children, because the word ‘* minor’ has 
| been stricken out. It includes those who were in 
| the service of the States for the protection of the 
| States, who were not regularly enrolled and paid 


by the United States. 1 think, therefore, in view 


| of the information which the honorable Senator | 
from Michigan (Mr. Stuart] has obtained from | 


| the Pension and the Land Offices, that the Senate 
_ will see the propriety, nay, more, the necessity of 
| coming back to something like the original bill 
| which I introduced. 

I therefore move a substitute for the entire bill, 
| which restricts the operations, and confines the 
| benefits of the bill to those who have been engaged 

in the military service of the United States since 

1790. It contains this proviso also, to meet the 
| suggestion made by the Senator from California 
| (Mr. Wetrer] the other day: 
| Provided, That a person so having been in the service, 
| shall not receive said land warrant, if it shall appear by the 
| muster-rolis of his regiment, or corps, that he has deserted, 
| or was dishonorably discharged. 

It strikes out the restriction of twenty-eight 
days in the original! bill, and inserts fourteen, and 
strikes out ‘‘ or by credible witnesses,’’ so as to 
make the service appear upon the muster-rolls. 
As we have reduced the time of service to four- 
teen days, we make it necessary that it should 
appear upon the muster-rolls. 
| Mr. President, the substitute which I now pro- 
| pose has been carefully prepared, on consultation 
| with those who have been engaged for years, and 


| who are now engaged, in the execution of similar 





laws; and that is the only way in which a bill of 
this kind can, with safety, be framed. I believe 
the substitute which | offer will be much more 
| satisfactory to the soldiers of the war of 1812 
than the bill as it is amended, because it is framed 
with a view to its passage. It is much better to 











officers and soldiers who have been engaged in the || pass a bill in this restricte 


I desire to modify the proposition | 


performed military service against the public enemy, though | 


bill to the Indians engaged in the war of 1812 is | 


Such an amendment was | 





J anuary 


* 
uary. 22, 
this 888107 
ended in ;, 
|| Provisions two years hence, because most of ita 
|| men whom it is intended to benefit wil); 
||} mean time, have sunk into the grave; for mos .- 

them now are sixty years old. [| have he of 
forward this measure in good faith. ne ught 
attempted to enlarge its provisions and kiij is - 
kindness. With 


These are the reasons which now in 


d form, at 
|| than one much larger and more ext 


91D the 


duce me t 


offer this substitute. It presents a test questi 
n 


between the scheme which | now present and 
bill as it has been amended by the Senate. ” 
The PRESIDENT. The Senator Moves 
strike out all after the enacting clause, and jng : 
what will be read. 7 
Several Senators. ° It is not necessary to regi 


it. 

Mr. SHIELDS. We allunderstand it, 
been lying on our tables. But I would sug 
my honorable friend from Pennsylvania, t 


It hag 
Lest to 
HALl the 


: n. Al 
the amendments will be brought anew, and a 


will then have to go through the same labor jf j} ig 
substitute should be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT. If there be no objection 
the reading of the proposed substitute wil] be djs. 


same work will have to be done over agai 

| pensed with. Is there objection? The Chai, 
hears no objection. 

| 

| 





Mr. GWIN. It is pretty evident, after why: 
thé Senator from Pennsylvania has said, that we 
shall have to do this work over again, because the 
majority of the Senate have put the amendments 
upon the original bill, which he now proposes to 
strike out. In order to get clear of the whole 
subject, | move to postpone its further considera. 
tion until the first Monday in December next, ang 
upon that motion I ask for the yeas and nays, 

Mr. BRODHEAD. 
that as a test question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. My friend from Illinois 
says we shall have to do this work over again. | 
|| do notthink so. We have the bill as amended by 
|| the Senate before us now, and we have the scheme 
|| presented asasubstitute. It presents a plain ques. 

tion. The Senate can easily understand the bill 
as amended; they can easily understand the sub- 
stitute which I have presented. I think weare 
prepared to vote upon it. I hope, therefore, the 
postponement will not be agreed to. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 8, nays 43; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Benjamin, Clay, Dodge of lowa, 
Gwin, Johnson, Jones of Iowa, and Sebastian—8. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bell, Brainerd, Bright, Brodhead, 
Brown, Butler, Cass, Chase, Clayton, Cooper, Dawson, 
Dixon, Dodge of Wisconsin, Douglas, Evans, Fessenden, 
Fish, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Geyer, Gillette, Houston, Hunter, 
James, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, Mason, Morton, Pet- 
tit, Reid, Rockwell, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Stuart. Sum- 


ner, Thomson of New Jersey, ‘Toucey, Wade, Weller, 
Wells, and Wright—43. 


So the motion to postpone was not agreed to. 


Mr. CLAYTON. My honorable friend from 
Pennsylvania objects to the bill as it has been 
agreed to by the Senate so far, because it is too 
extensive. He says the bill is loaded down; and 
he thinks it cannot be executed. Now, sir, with 
great deference to my friend from Pennsylvania, 
I must say that I can see no difficulty in executing 
thelaw. Whereis the difficulty? [tis very true, 
that if the bill were restricted as he had originally 
drafted it, the officers who will take charge of this 
matter, having the rolls before them, might find it 
much easier to execute the law, than it will be 
now. Under the bill, as it stands, they will be 
compelled, in cases where applicants come before 
them who are not to be found upon the rolls, ot 
who have never been paid for their services in the 
war of 1812, to resort to evidence aliunde in order 
to satisfy them of the correctness of the claim of 
the applicant; but this is a part of their duty. 
am satisfied that much of this objection comes 
from some of those officers. We do not propose 
to incrvase their salaries or compensation; but we 
do propose to add a little more service to them. 
Sir, let them perform the service, and if there !s 
any injustice to them, if they are crowded with 
business in consequence of the passage of the bil’, 
we can remedy that difficulty hereafter. But \t 
cannot be the fact that the bill cannot be executed. 
As my friend from Georgia, [Mr. Dawson,] who 
sits near me suggests, they only work now from 
nine to three; and for the benefit of the old sol- 


I have no objection t 
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diers of 1812, why may they not well spare | 
| 
another hoot end from Pennsylvania is doubtless || to amend the original bill. 
cae “as Lam, that something shall be done Mr. WELLER. That is what I propose, and | 
-% oe e swldiers of the war of 1812. Now, let me || that, of course, takes precedence of a motion to | 
vel him that I am satisfied the bill, in the position || strike out all the original billand insert a substitute. 
” ‘hich the Senate now has it, is vastly stronger || The first question, therefore, must be on my 
coe it was as he originally presented it. He || amendment. 1 will state to the Senate that | be- || 
el his head. Thereis a difference of opinion | lieve the whole amount paid to those on the in- | 
Nerenatin us, then, on that point. Lam satisfied that | valid pension list is a little over five hundred 
the bill is much stronger in its present position; thousand dollars a year. This proposition, if it 
and further, it does better justice to ail classes of | should become a law, would probably increase | 
the people of the country. 
The idea has been frequently thrown out here, || two hundred thousand dollars a year. My only || 
that this bill will take up too much public land. ) object is to make what [ consider ample provision || 
Did we hear such an objection as that when the || for those who have been wounded or disabled in || 
proposition was made to compensate the soldiers || the public service. They are first entitled, I think, 
of the Mexican war? Land was given in that | to justice from the Government before you give 
case to young men, most of whom are living; and || land to able bodied men. 
when we have done this, can we do nothing for | Mr.STUART. Mr. President, as I wish to 
the soldiers of 1812? l| 


_ submit some views on this bill, I shall, with the 
Mr. President, | do not wish to protract this | indulgence of the Senate, avail myself of the pres- 
debate, for | know well that too much time has 


' /entoccasion to do so. 1 have been waiting for 
already been consumed in the discussion of this 


i 


amendment to my substitute, but as a proposition 








| several days for an opportunity of doing so, after 


subject; but I do anxiously hope that the bill, as | all the amendments to the original bill should | 
the Senate has now matured it, may be finally | have been offered, and before the question should 
passed. | be taken on the substitute proposed by the Sena- | 


Mr. DAWSON. Mr. President, I should be 
very willing to vote with the Senater from Penn- 
eyivania for the substitute which he has presented, 
if | thought his bill would not be embarrassed by || 
doing so. ladvancea proposition which I believe 
will be assented to by nearly every Senator here, 
when | say that there is a determination on the 
part of Congress to get rid of the public lands. | 
The homestead bill, with its provisions, is now 
before Congress. This bill is before us. One or 


| tor from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. WELLER. The question is now on my || 
amendment. || 
| Mr. STUART. But let me tell the Senator || 
that his 1s only one of a score. Probably there || 
are several of them yet to be offered; and I hope || 
| he, and the Senate, will indulge me in stating my || 
| views at this time. In doing so, | ought to say, || 
| after what has been suggested by the Senator 
a Hie a | from Pennsylvania, that | shall not attempt to | 
the other measure will, in all probability, pass both || enjichten Senators upon the question. I have no 
Houses during the present session. It is now an || belief that | am in possession of anything like the 
alternative presented to my mind, whether, on the | knowledge which they have. My effort will be || 
one hand, we shall use the public lands to invite || simply to show to the Senate why I cannot, ac- | 
foreigners from every clime to come here and i cording to my views of propriety, support the bill 
receive them under the homestead bill, or whether, || as it now stands. 
on the other hand, by a bill similar to the one || After the Senate printed the bill, as amended on || 
before us, we shall give the Jands to the soldiers || the first or second day of its consideration, | made || 
of the revolutionary war, to the soldiers of the || application to the sources where I supposed the || 
war of 1812, and their descendants, and to those | information existed in regard to the effect of that | 
who have fought with the Indians, in defense of || pi) 1¢ will be recollected by the Senate, that, as 


the frontiers forthese very lands. With thisaltern- || the bill then stood, it was much more limited in 
ative before me, with this position now presented || jr, application than itis now. 


pares I applied to the || 
to the public mind, I choose to vote for the pres- || Commissioner of Pensions, among others, to 
ent bill, and [do it upon principle. The public | 


k f the bestlights which could be d d |) 
lands have been obtained by the blood and treas- | Dey, Erte SOA Sak epee eee Gaeur ee See I 


from his office, what would be the amount of land || 
ure of the country, and they should belong to the || required to satisfy the provisions of the bill as it |! 
people who spent their money and shed their blood | 


defi ; then stood. He answered me, that it would re- 
in defense of the country, by means of which the || quire 78,081,800 acres. He states it in divisions: | 
lands were acquired. On what motive should we 


aoe Acres. | 

supersede them and invite others to take the || po: services in revolutionary war an one ste | 
advantages which have resulted from the shedding || For services in the Army in all wars since 1790..42,478280 | 
of their blood and the spending of their money? | Add amount to Mexican CM iv ci eck. Tiss 936,960 | 
Sir, [ have been uniformly opposed to any im- nto ty in the Navy in the Jast mentioned oe 
Ce distribution of the public lands. I have || Por services other than in Wars...... esses eees 24,000,000 1] 


een in favor of distributing their proceeds among 
the States. But as [ am well convinced that no 
vote of mine could do greater justice to the Amer- It will be conceded by every gentleman who | 
ican people than the one which I am about to give || has given any attention at all to the subject, that | 
in favor of this bill, [ shall vote for it. Ido so out || the bill as it now stands is more than doubled in 
of no unkindness to any persons who may come | the influence which it will have upon the public |) 
to this country to settle in it; but I do it as an || lands than it was at that time; that is to say, it 
act of justice to the soldiers who have fought our || will require more than double the quantity that | 
battles, and to their descendants. I do not desire || would have been required as the bill stood when 
te present this asa question upon which we are I presented it to the consideration of this officer. | 
to divide. I would vote to-day fora bill to dis- || The whole surveyed lands of the United States, 
tribute the proceeds of the public lands among all || as returned in 1853, were about one hundred and | 
the States, as the most just and proper one. || sixty-seven millions of acres, about double the | 
That isa principle upon which I have stood for i| quantity named in this statement. These sur- 
years; but as that cannot be done, and as you are ! veyed lands are almost entirely within the States. 
disposed to give away the lands, the only question | Buta small portion of the Territories has been 
18, to whom will you give them? I say to those || surveyed. It may then be safely assumed that 
who are best entitled to them. Next comes the \| the bill, in its present form, will consume every | 
question, who are best entitled? Those who paid ‘| acre of the public lands which are within the 
and fought for them, and I will vote to give If to | borders of the organized States. This may be 
them and to their descendants. || fairly regarded as the extent of the proposition in 

Mr. WELLER. Before the vote is taken on |, its effect upon the public lands. 1s any Senator, 
the substitute propsed by the Senator trom Penn- || except he who favors, as the Senator from Georgia | 
sylvania, I desire to move an améndment to the || says he does, a distribution of the public lands in | 
original bill, as an additional section: | some way, prepared to vote for such a disposition | 
ae giilealeh an it further enactet, That from and after || of them? , | 
ineaté peacten Set contin een ee we te | It will be seen, at a glance, from this statement, | 
missioned officer, twenty per cent. upon eae = | that very many considerations enter into the effect | 
allowed, and non-commissioned officers and privates forty | of this bill. In the first place, let os regard its | 

F cent. on the amounts now aliowed or paid under ex- || ¢ffect upon the Treasury of the United States. | 
oe || One hundred and sixty-seven millions of acres of | 


Mr. BRODHEAD. 


| Making the total which I have stated. 





| this large amount. 





‘ s j 7 T] 7 
Senator from California as offering this as an || operation of the graduation law, be estimated as 
| worth to the Government $150,000,000, because 


they will not all be taken up by actual settlers 
under the graduation law. The proposition, in a 
pecuniary point of view, therefore, is to take out 
of the public Treasury, at one blow, 150,000,000 
worth of public property. How much will it cost 
to pay it? It must be recollected that, in the 
mean time, the land system is to be retained, be- 
cause this bill provides for its execution by the 
present land officers, from the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office down. What is the 


the amount, which would be paid to them, some || actual cost of the system to the Government? Not 


less than half a million of dollarsa year. Take it 
at that for the next twenty-five or thirty years, 
and it will amount to a very large sum. The esti- 


| mate of the Secretary of the Interior for the ex- 


penses of the Land Office department during the 
present fiscal year was over $675,000; so that I 
may safely say that, during the next Prema ofa 
century, the cost of maintaining the Land Office 
department will be not less than half a million of 
dollars annuaily. 

What has been the demand for public lands? 
For the last ten years the figures show an average 
of not exceeding four millions of acres annually. 
How long, at this rate, will it take to consume the 
one hundred and sixty-seven millions of acres 
provided by this bill? Why, sir, it will approach 
half a century; it may, with confidence, be stated 
at thirty or forty years. Then, if you have to 
pay half a million of dollars annually for your 
land system, the expense of maintaining that sys- 
tem for thirty years will be $15,000,000. it 
would be well to pause and consider who is to pay 
The land system more than 
supports itself under existing laws; but if you 


|| take away from that system the means by which 


it ia to be supported, it falls as a direct tax upon 
all the people of the United States; and for what 
object ?—because it is well enough to keep the 
object in view. I shall, by-and-by, treat of the 
object. 

In addition to this—passing now to the business 
in the Pension Office—the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, in a communication which I have before 
me, says that one hundred additional clerks will 


| be required for four years to dispose of the claims 


for lands provided for in the bill, as 1 presented it 
to him; and the annual cost of this would be 
$155,000. As the bill now stands, the labor will 
be doubled, and consequently, this estimate must 
be doubled. 

Inasmuch as I am only going to show my own 
reasons for not voting in favor of this bill, I shall 
not detain the Senate beyond a general statement. 
I have already said enough to show what the 
effect will be upon the General Government, and 
its Treasury. | propose now to see what will be 
its effect upon the land States. 

Sir, in the State which | have the honor in part 
to represent there are reported to be sixteen mil- 
lions of acres of undisposed of public lands. The 
whole area of the State is something over thirty- 
five millions of acres. Then, nesriy one half of 
that State is unoccupied, and the land unsold, 
Suppose, now, that one hundred and sixty-seven 
milltons of acres be placed in the market; when 
will that land beoccupied? Who isto occupy it? 
The demand is stated by the Commissioner of the 

| General Land Office to be four million acres an- 
nually, taking an average of the last ten years. 
You will see, therefore, that the effect ot this 
proposition upon every land State is of the worst 
possible character. I have said to the Senate, on 
previous occasions, that the worst condition of 
things for the land States, is for the Government of 
the United States to hold the lands, and refuse to 
sell them, because they cannot even be taxed. 
The next worst thing in order is, for them to be 
held by speculators, because it prevents settle- 
ment. We are called upon to throw into the 
market a sufficient amount of warrants to cover al! 
the lands that lie within the !and States as organ- 
ized, excluding California, and subject tnat scrip to 
be accumu ated in the hands of speculators, who 
can locate the land at a nominal sum, and hold it 
during their pleasure. 

Now, let me ask the Senator from Georgia, 
(Mr. Dawson,] who has repented to the Senate 
several times his idea of excluding foreigners from 
any participation in the publie lands, whether it 

_ has ever struck him that foreigners may buy up 


I do not understand the || land, being all that is surveyed, may, under the || the scrip which will be issued under thie bill, and 
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locate the land with it?) And morethan this, that 
foreign Governments may buy itup,and put their 
paupers on the land when they get ready. [ilas 
itever struck him that, by issuing scrip in this 
way, and passing it into the bands of speculators, 
it will be brought down to a mere nominal! sum; 
and that, by this means, the very door which the 
Senator so much apprehends, will be opened? 
its very effect must be to pass the scrip into the 
hands of immense capitalists. The invitation is, 
therefore, given to persons abroad to come here, 
and to shingle over the public lands of these Uni- 
ted States with warrants, to hold them, and to send 
their own citizens to them whenever they choose. 
I think it would be very well if these points were 
considered by some of the gentlemen who seem to 
be so much afraid that a foreigner should be per- 
mivted to cultivate some of our lands. 

The Senator from Georgia says he has not been 
able to discover tle difference between a bill of 
this sort asd a homestead bill. Much as that 
homestead b:j] was discussed at the Jast session of 
Congress—much as the Senator has, doubiless, 
paid alention to it himself—he has not yet dis- 
covered the difference, upon this country and upon 
the Siates of this Confederacy, between that bill 
which oecupies the land and cultivates it, and this 
which passes it into the hands of enormous spec- 
ulators in enormous quantities. The one gives 
you people; and, sir, 1 has passed into an adage, 
from one of the most brilliant speeches that was 
ever mace, that people constitute a State. Give 
us people in the new States, and we will see that 
they muke good citizens, if they are not good 
now. The new States have received, and received 
freely, emigrants from the old States of the Union 
and from [Europe indiscriminately; and 1 have 
yet to learn that there is a State in this Union 
which has been injured by its foreign population. 
Ihave yet to learn that there is an agricultural 
community on the face of the earth which is 
essentially inimical in its sentiments to republican 
institutions. I think it was Mr. Jefferson who 
said that great cities are great sores upon the body- 
politic; but, sir, the people in the agricultural 
disteicts, the cultivators of the soil, no matter 
whether born under an eastern or a western sun, 
are the men who always sustain republican insu- 
tutions. I have said here repeatedly, and I do 
not hesitate to say it again to-day, that this Gov- 
ernment could do nothing better than to secure 
upon every quarter section of the public domain 
an actual settler, with his wife and family, culti- 
valing the soil. The question of whether they 


get one dollar or ene million for it, would be of | 


litule or no consequence. 
Again, sir, Je Constitution provides that when 
new States are admitted into this Union, they 


shall come in upon an equal footing with the origi- | 


nal States inull respects whatsoever. This provi- 
sion has never yet been literally carried out, and it 
probably never will be. The old Statescame into 


the Umon owning and holding all the lands within | 


their borders. When the new States are ad- 
mitted into the Union, the Government of the 
United States retains the title to all the lands with- 


in their borders which have not been already sold | 


by the General Government. As some sort of 
equivalent for this, Congress has given to the new 
Siates donations of land for educational purposes. 
Seventy-two sections or more have been given to 


each State forthe purposes of a State university; | 
every sixteenth section in all the land States, | 
and in some the thirty-sixth section also, has been | 


granted for the purposes of common schgols; lands 
for purposes of internal improvement have been 
granted to them; salt springs have been granted, 


and land for the erection of State buildings. What | 


will be the effect now upon our university fund, 
upon eur common school fund, which consists of 
every sixteenth section in the State, if you place 


in the market at this day scrip enough, at some- | 


thing about six cents an acre, to buy up all the | 


public land in the State? 


our common schools? We have fixed the price | 
of the reserved school sections in our State at | 


about four dollars an acre; and as fast as settle- 
ment progresses they bring that price, The fund 
isgradualiy enhancing. It is nearly enough now 
io support our common schools without any taxa- 
tion, and what is true of Michigan is doubtless 
true of the otherland States. But, sir, put all the 
land in market by the issue of this scrip, at some- 


thing like six cents an acre, and whatcan we get || «it is thus shown that the warrants could not be lo- |. 


How can we maintain | 


' Senators from the old States, is this fair? 
fair to retain in the hands of the General Govern- | 
ment tbe title to the soil, thus putting us in an 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


for our school sections? Education then, which 
lies at the very basis of free Government, receives 
its death blow in the new States at the hands cf 


Congress by the passage of this bill in its present | 


shape. 


But, again, sir, the construction given to the 
existing laws, (those laws which amount almost | 


toa condition of our coming into the Union as 
new States,) is to allow us a certain percentage 
on the proceeds of all lands sold within our borders; 
but it is also the construction of the laws, that 
where public lands are paid for by land warrants, 
we do not geta farthing. As I hawealready said, 
there are over sixteen millionacres of public land 


in Michigan, and if this bill passes, we shall not | 


geta single penny of the five per cent. fund, to 
which we are entitled on the sales of those lands. 
| ask Senators from the new States, yeasir, l ask 
Is it 


inferior position to the old States, and aiter having 
extended to us these equivalents, now to step in, 


and at one fell swoop take them all away from | 
I think, and I confess, that I have thought | 
with some confidence, that it was neither reason- 


us: 


able nor proper. Sir, (Mr. Geyer in the chair,) 
your own S.ate has something over twenty mil- 
lions of acres, if I recollect aright, of unsold land. 
Arkansas has about two thirds. Florida is in the 
same condition with over two thirds of her land 
unsold. 
States which are reduced so low 


unsold. I have stated the effect of the bill on 
those States. You have made grants of land to 
railroad compunies, who have constructed their 


roads in good faith; you have said the alternate | 
sections shall not be sold for less than $2 50 an | 
acre; but under this bill, the sections adjoining | 


the reserved sections will not bring over six cents 
an acre. 
Mr. President, I might consent, perhaps, to 


suffer some large share of the effect of this bill | 
upon the public Treasury and upon the new States, | 


if it were to carry out in any degree the proposi- 


tion which it contains upon its face; but it will be | 


found, I think, before this question terminates, 


that the true friends of the soldiers of the war of | 
182 will not be among those who vote for the | 


greatest enlargement of the Lill. To obviate, in 


some degree, the evils to which I have thus briefly || 
alluded, the honorable Senator from Delaware, | 


{Mr. Crayron,] who saw those evils, moved an 
amendment which, on the motion of the honora- 
ble Senator from Iowa, (Mr. Dopce,] was still 
further amended, by which the location under 
these warrants is restricted to six hundred and 
forty acres in a township. 
matter, the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, after giving the amount of all the public 


lands in the United States, says what I beg leave 


to read to the Senate: 


‘* But if the principle be finally adopted that has already 


received the sanction ef the Senate, that not more than six 


hundred and forty acres of these warrants sliall be located | 
in any one township, there is not space enough in the land | 


States on which to locate them, including all Califurnia, 
Oregon, Washingion, Utah, New Mexico, Kansas, Ne- 
braska, and the indian ‘Territory, mountaius, deserts, and 
all.” 


The reason is very evident: one thirty-sixth | 


part of all the land that there is within the United 


States would be only a little over thirty-three mil- | 


lions of acres. This bill, as | presented it to the 
Cemmissioner, called for seventy-eight millions of 
acres. 
ate, it is double that amount, and, therefore, here 
is & provision standing in your biil by which you 


cannot locate one third—not over one sixth of the | 


land which will be granted, according to its pres- 
ent provisions, if you take all the land there is 
within our borders; and yet the Congress of the 
United Staies is deliberately legislating here with 
a view to help the old soldiers! Another thing is 
ascertained, and any gentleman can see, by a-com- 
putation, precisely its effect. I stated before, and, 
as some geatlemen thought, pretty strongly, that, 
under the provisions of this bill, the warrants, 


_ even for one hundred and sixty acres, would not 


What | 
does the Commissioner of Public Lands say upon | 


be worth.enough to buy a soldier a hat. 


the subject? Following up what I have just read, 
he says: 


I believe there are only two of the land | 
xs to have little | 
over one third of the whole area of the States | 


In reference to that | 


As it stands now, I have said to the Sen- | 








January 2 
apie y 2, 
| caied—and if that restriction was withdraw 
would not probably yield to the holders aet that they 
aud a half cents an acre, or twenty dollars fora aenn _ 
tion of one hundred and sixty acres. To do tlie the ae 
of the United States would be taxed heavily in | 
the land system, without the slightest prospect of bh. 
from it. The whole of the public domain wont, » “ 
lessly frittered away, and the hope held out, of be... 
the old soldiers, would be worse than delusive,» 
I said, sir, that I might consent to a Serious j;, 
| jury upon the land States, if it were to do Sian 
thing for this meritorious class of men; by: ;- 
under a bill which only took seventy-eight ;);)’ 
lions of acres, the warrants would not be worth 
more than twenty dollars for a quarter Section 
what will they be worth under a bill which takes 
all the fand in the land States, amounting to nea»), 
one hundred and seventy million acres? Wy, 
sir, the iden of their being a benefit to the soldi. 
it seemsto me, is ridiculous upon its face. 
mitted to the Commissioner of Pensions the ques. 
tion, what would be the effect of striking oy: o¢ 
the bill, as itthen stood, the words, ** whoge eer. 
|| vices have been paid by the United States?” ‘T,, 
_words have since that been stricken out of th, 
bill. Let us see what he says on that pvint: 
‘© You also ask me what will be the effect of erasiny 
from the bill the words, ‘and whose services have ee, 
|| paid by the United States?’ I know of no data by whicy 
| LO estimate the number that would be let in by this ameyy. 
ment. [ do know that a large number of military coy, 


| panies were formed and mustered, and stood in readinpc, 
to enter the service when called for during the war o 
1812, who yet never rendered any service, and con... 
quently were not paid. If this class Of persons are | \, 
let in, and are permitted to establish their service by pa, 

| evidence, I fear that almost every person who was in any 

military organization during any of said wars, will ela, 

to be beneficiaries under the law. The effect of this ameng 

ment will be to increase the beneficiaries to an alinost yy. 

limited extent.” 
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Now, let us see whether the Commissioner j, 
justified in this statement. We have gotin, under 
the provisions of the bill, every man who was 
ever mustered into service, either by the United 
States, or by State authority. We have got in 
every man who was engaged in the Revolutioy, 
or in any other war. We have got in all the 
rangers who fought as border men in the west 
with the Indians. We have got in the Lndians 
themselves. We havegot in the men who fought 
the patriot war, and the men who were sugges'«(| 
by the honorable Senator from California, {\r, 
WeELLeER,] who fought the Michigan and Ubi 
|, war in 1836. Every man that was ever called 
out, either to protect the United States, ora single 
State, is embraced within the provisions of this 
bill. Is not the Commissioner right when he says 
this will increase the effect of this bill to an enor- 
mous extent? Noman can calculate it. Why, 
air, what are the frauds committed under the 
existing laws? Every gentleman connected with 

the Department will tell you that they are very 
'numerous. Some of them they have been able 

to ferret out; but others not. The mass of them 

have been yet undetected, and in carrying out the 
|| provisions of any bill like this, large quantities of 
land will be fraudulently obtained. 

W hat, then, do you do for the old soldier? In 
the first place, you hold out to him a mere delu- 
sion, as pe shown; and, in the next place, you 
disgrace him. You not only profess to give him 
the avails of a quarter section of land, which, in 
| fact, will not fetch him $12 50, but you place hin 
in company with men of inferior merit—with 
those who deserted the very flag that he fought to 
sustain. There is not a single provision in this 
bill which limits its effects to those who have been 
|, honorably discharged. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. My substitute does. | 
|| Mr.STUART. I am speaking of the bill as it 
| stands. Deserters, cowards, and the basest men 
| who ever lived in the land, are to be given one 
| hundred and sixty acres, side by side with the 
‘| men who maintained the honor and integrity of 
| your country. 

Mr. President, when legislators are about to 
|| proceed to this pass,it is impossible not to see 
|| that there is a motive other than benefit to the 
| meritorious soldier; and that motive is found in 
| the desire to take from the land States al! the bene- 
|| fit growing out of the land system. It amounts 
| to no less than this: that, after having brought 
those States into the Union in an inferior position, 
the pledge of the Government, fixing in the State 
| of Michigan, as in all other new States, the right 
|, to the five per cent. fund, isto be taken ruthlessly 
away. For what? Why, to get at something 
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which is akin to distributing : ong | 

» Sates. 1 have shown you that our university 
ie mmon school fund is to be destroyed at a 
a ey: for our lands will not be worth anything, 
7 | not avail us anything for a quarter of a 
ce , ry under this system. I beg l.beriy torepeat 
~ win the efiect upon the five per cent. provision. 
| say the honor of thecountry 18 pledged in giving 
to the States. Sir, I would not utter a rash 
aavine anywhere, if | knew it, much Jess here in 
my place in the Senate; but I will call the atten- 
eee ee honorable Senators to the consideration, 


ar 


n of 

. einer . 

deseo with the States which youave admitted 

‘nto the Union, they will stand by their agreement 

your lands? Wiill they do it? 

they todo it? Will you not, therefore, produce 

local and sectional difficulties, the end of which 
no man can foresee? 


t to tax 


if you thus falsify your own sclemn | 


Ought | 


What, then, Mr. President, is there left of the | 


sacred provisions of this bill? [t is destructive to 
the interests of the United States pecuniarily. It 
ig destructive of the fundamental interests of the 
States of the Union, respectively, in which the pub- 
lic lands lie, because it destroys their educational 
fund, and deprives them of any pecamary receipts 
from the sale of the lands, It is destructive of the 
interests of the soldier himself, because he gets a 
mere bagatelle—ten or twelve dollars is all. [tis 
destructive of the morality of the whole people, 
for it inspires in them a disposition to make fraud- 
ulent claims, and to support them by fraudulent 
siatements, in order to come in under the bill. 
You have cut loose every restriction; you have 
not got a single record that is a landmark by 
which you can be guided to determine who are 
the beneficiaries under it. .Parol evidence that a 
man has been under arms anywhere, entitles him 
to receive the benefits of this bill. 

[ asked a question of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, what would be the effect of restoring the 
word * minor,” before **children,’’ and he an- 
awered me that the restoration of that word to the 
bill would reduce the quantity of land taken by it 
forty millions of acres; forty millions out of sev- 
enty-eight millions; more than half. Now, what 
propriety is there in giving one hundred and sixty 
acres of land to a grown-up, able-bodied man, be- 
cause his father some day shouldered a.musket ? 


before. I stood in Congress upon an occasion 
when there was a proposition to make bounty land 
warrants assignable,and the gentlemen who com- 
posed the body clamored for it to benefit the old 
soldiers, but the pockets of almost every one of 


i 


them were filled with the warrants, the legality of | 


x which they wished to fix by law; yet, when the 


proposition came up to pay the registers and re- 
ceivers of the land offices for locating those war- 
rants, the same men who were overflowing with 
patriotism for the old soldiers, and who held the 
old soldiers’ warrants in their pockets, refused to 
give the land officers any compensation whatever. 
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the lands among all | 


W hen we commenced the consideration of this | 
bill, | expected that | sheuld be called upon, in | 


myself in a position where | could say to those 
soldiers, those brave and good men who deserved 
| something of the country, ‘* | am ready, at any 
day, and upon any occasion, to vote for a bill 
which does this thing for you; I have always been 
ready to do it.” 


the end, to vote against it, and I intended to put | 


I hope that, without the charge | 


of egotism, | may say that, in the Thirtieth Con- | 


gress, the first in which I was honored with a seat 
in either Chamber of this Capitol, [ declared my 


disposition to give one hundred and sixty acres of | 
| land to every individual who had been enlisted 


and served in the war of 1812, or in the revolu- 
tionary war, and it was put down in the House 
of Representatives as a proposition so monstrous 
| that it would not be entertained for a moment. 
| I am ready now to vote for a proposition 


giving to every man and every widow embraced | 
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|| to-day simply to discharge a duty to myself, and 


tomy own constituents, and not with the hope of 
changing a single vote in the Senate. The Sen- 
ator from Georgia has intimated that this is an 
alternative proposition between a homestead bill 
and«thia; that either one of them takes the whole 
public domain, and that, so faras the United States 


| are concerned, therefere, the result is alike. It 


strikes me that no such condition of things can 
happen, when you require & man to settle upon 
the public lands and cultivate them. The con- 
sumption of the public Jands cannot, under any 
homestead law, exceed five millions of acres, annu- 
ally, because in that case the sale cannot go beyond 
the demand. The individual who takes the quarter 
section of land is to live upon it. He cannottake 
it by proxy. He cannot buy a land warrant, or 
ascrip,and put itin his pocket and sit down at 
home; but he has to move on to the land, cultivate 


it, and occupy it; and thus the Senator will see 


within the law of 1850, without regard to the time || 


of service, one hundred and sixty acres of land; 
and | may be permitted to say, with alt respect to 
the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania, that I 
think that is the best form in which the bill could 
be passed. It could be done in one section, by 
simply saying that every individual entitled to 


That 


to make up one hundred and sixty acres. 


|| is what the delegation representing the old soldiers, 
composed of honorable and intelligent men, asked | 


if you aregoing to reward merit. by the bounty of | 


the General Government, why not adopt some 
rule by which to select meritorious men? The 
only criterion in this case is, that the father of the 
applicant, at some day, shouldered a musket to 
protect his State, or the United States, to put down 


an insurrection, as a border man to shoot an In- | 


dian, or something of that kind. 


[ think, if we are going to make donations of the 


public lands, can we do very much better. 
not hesitate to say that, unless Congress possess 
an unlimited control over the public lands, in my 
humble opinion—and I speak it deferentially— 
there is no power granted to us under which we 
can pass a bill like this. Can you givea man 
one hundred and sixty acres of land, because his 
father was in the Revolution? Ifso, you can give 
him one hundred and sixty acres because he was 
not there; for the reason is just as sound in the 


Ido || 


one case as in the other, on the point of constitu- | 


ional power. Has this man become entitled to 
it on that account, and does the conclusion follow 


legitimately and constitutionally from the premises? | 


Would it not be better to give one hundred and 
sixty acres of land to the sons of some of the distin- 
guished men who have adorned the civil service of 
the country? Can you not select from the galaxy 
of names that has now passed from the stage of 
action, those who have rendered as much service 
in civil capacities, as those who have enlisted in 
the Army and deserted it? Would it not be as well 


to give to the sons of some of those distinguished | 


patriots one hundred and sixty acres of land be- 
cause their fathers were patriots, as to give one 
hundred and sixty acres of land te a man because 


his father was enlisted and deserted the flag of | 
his country? Here stands your bill to-day, with | 
no restriction to exclude desrters. Even if you | 
have the power, is it sound policy, is it wise, can | 
you maintain good faith with the States, can you | 
mamtain good faith with your own consciences, | 


and do this? 
Sir, | know the difficulty that may surround 


any gentleman who o this bill, when there 
ig a clamor for the old soldiers. { have seen that 





as the chairman of that committee [Mr. Dover, 
of Lowa] will recollect. 
never asked that Indians, and negroes, and de- 
_serters, should be placed upon an equal footing 
with them. They never asked that the men who 


| deserted when they stood by the flag, should be | 


paid for that desertion, as they were paid for their 
patriotic services. A singlesection, I say, extend- 


land under the law of 1850 should receive enough | 


of the Committee on Public Lands of the Senate, 


that the consumption of the public lands, in that 
way, could not exceed five millions of acres, annu- 
ally. Besides, the homestead bill, as passed by the 
Senate, contains no such provision as the Senator 
suggests. The sense of the Senate was brought 
to a test on that question at the last session, anid 
that test determined that those who held lands 
under the homestead provision within the States, 
should be only such as, by the laws of the Siates 
themselves, were. permitted to hold lands. It 
leaves it, therefore, to any State of this Union, by 
its own laws, to indicate the persons who should 
hold land under the homestead bill. In the Ter- 
ritories it changed no existing law of the coun- 


| try; but it adopted precisely the principle of the 


preémption law, which required either that the 
man should bea citizen of the United States, or 
that he should have declared his intention to be- 
come such; and by complying with either one of 
these provisions, he was to become an owner, 
under the homestead bill, of one hundred and 
sixty acres of land within any of the ‘Territories. 
Then there is no such condition, no such altern- 
ative, as the Senator from Georgia apprehends; 
but, sir, if there were, I should be willing, if I 


|| were going to discuss that question with the hon- 


ing the law of 1850 in its terms, so as to give one | 
hundred and sixty:acres, instead of limiting the | 
quantity according to the term of service, would | 


carry out fairly and fully the intention of those 
men. 

But I am willing to vote for the substitute now 
proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania. I 


know it will require many millions of acres of | 


land to execute it; but as I have said, I am will- 
ing to go largely beyond what my own judgment 
would dictate, for the purpose of giving some real 
benefit to these men. That substitute strikes out 
deserters; it limits the bounty land to those who 


served at least fourteen days; and it requires | 


record proof of it; so that you can tell who has 
been a soldier and who not. 
_ confined, in the case of the death of a soldier, to 


That proposition is | 


Sir, those honorable men |! 


|| pleasure. 


orable Senator, to yield the whole ground that he 
asks; I should be willing, for the purposes of the 
argument, in comparing it with this bill,to say 
that any foreigner, the moment he landed upon 
our shores, might take a quarter section of land 
under the homestead provision; and even then [ 
say, it is infinitely better than the provisions of 
this bill; for, under this bill, a foreigner can boy 
at twelve and a half cents an acre, any quantity 
of your public land, and hold and keep it, at ins 
A foreign Government, as | have said, 


| can buy it up, and throw their own paupers on it. 


There is nota single restriction, not a single lim- 
itation in the bill, which cuts out a foreigner. 
But, Mr. President, I expect that, if the Senator 
is driving at this Know-Nothing business, there is 
something worse than that in it. I suppose a 
man may actually take a quarter section of land 
under this bill, and, at the same time, have been 
born ina foreign country. I expect there were 
men in our Revojution, | expect there were men 


| in the war of 18P2, who fought as bravely as any 


his widow or minor heir; and, sir, if there be || 


who has 
country, 
| widow, and that minor heir, to the extent of one 
hundred and sixty acres of land. 
ready to go to the extent suggested by the Sena- 
tor from California, in the amendment now pend- 
ing to the original bill, and give such persons an 
invalid pension in certain cases. But, sir, | can 
never consent to a bill which consumes the lands 
of the Union; which inflicts the most serious in- 
jury on the Treasury of the United States; which 
_ falsifies your solemn engagements with the land 
States; which degrades the meritorious soldier, by 
placing him side by side with the deserter; and 
which, in a pecuniary point of view, at most, can- 
not give him more than $12 50 if he ges one hun- 
dred and sixty acres of land. Such injustice I 
never can vote for. 


| suggestions which the Senator from Georgia has 
| made in regard to the effect of the homestead bill, 
and I shall have done; because, 1 say again, | rose 


within this land a widow or a minor heir of a man || 
eriled himself in the service of the | 
am willing to be liberal with that | 


Further, I am | 


other men, that were born out of this country, 
who will be beneficiaries under this bill. So far 
xs [ am concerned, I shall never inquire where a 
man was born in order to determine my opinion 
of his respectability, or his qualifications. If 
there is anything in that argument at all, | think 
it is in favor of the man who was born in a foreign 
land, under an oppressive Government, who ia 
willing to leave his home, and the graves of his 


| ancestors, to shake off his allegiance tothe Crown, 
_ and come here into this country, and agree to be, 


and actually beeome, a good citizen of the United 
States. He iga much more meritorious man than 


|| the man who was born here, and could not help 


it, if theré be anything at all in the view to which 


| | have just alluded. 


But, sir, all these elements have to come into 
this bill; and 1 am only prepared to say in con- 
clugion that, for the reasons which I have briefly 
stated, I can never support the bill as itnow stands. 


| I have been anxious from the beginning, and Lam 


tt 


Mr. President, a few words in respect to the | 


l 


| now, that the bill shal! receive a shape in which I 


ean support it. I shall not detain the Senate by 
saying anything about the opinions which | en- 
tertain of the gallant men who have been engaged 
in the service of this country. Their eulogium 
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. ” . | 
consists in their own acts. There is no man) 
sufficiently talented, nor is there any language | 


sufficiently comprehensive to add a single letter 
of eulogium to those men beyond that which their 
own conduct furnishes; and, sir, if not under this 
bill, at some day, I doubt not, I shall havean 
opportunity of doing them justice. 


The following are the documents referred to: 


Pension Orrice, January 8, 1855. 
Fie: I have examined the accompanying bill for a pub- 


lic act, being Senate bill No, 511, with a view to estimate 


the number of beneficiaries within its provisions, and the 
quantity of land it would require to satisfy their demands. 


"SV he limited time I have had to do this, is my apology for | 


the errors | may have committed. 

The beneficiaries of the bill may be classed as follows: 

1. Those who served in the Army or Navy of the United 
Btates during the revolutionary war, or their widows or 
children. 

tl. Those who have served in the armies of the United 
States in any of the wars since 1790, (except the war with 
Mexico,) or their widows or children. 

111. Those who have served in the Navy of the United 


tates, in any of the last mentioned wars, or their widows 


Or children. 


IV. Those who have been called into military service, | 
Other than in war, and paid by the United States, or their 


widows or children, 


i estimate the whole number of persons engaged in the | 
land and naval service during the revolutionary war to be | 
Avieast one third of this number will be benefi- | 


500,000. 
ciaries, either personally, or by their widows or children, 
under this bill. One third of 500,000 is 166,666 
require 26,665,560 acres of land to satisfy these claims. 

‘The number of men who have served in the armies in | 
the various wars since 1790, except the war with Mexico, 
has been estimated at 531,729. Of this number, 48,143 
have already received one hundred and sixty acres of land 
each. This will leave 483,586 who have not received that 
quantity. L estimate that two thitds of this number will be 
beneficiaries under this bill. Two thirds of 483,526 is 
322,391 
51,582,560 acres of land. But 58,408 of these persons have 
received eighty acres each, and 110,791 have received forty | 
acres cach. The whole number of acres thus received is | 
9,101,230, and will leave due this class, upon this estimate, 
42,476,260 acres oftand. ‘To this number should be added 
7,008 persons who served in the war with Mexico for less 
than twelve months, and have received but forty acres of 
Jand cach. These will, under this tll, be entitied to one 
hundred and twenty acres each, in addiuon, making 936,960 
acres. 

| have not been able to ascertain the number of persons | 
who bave served in the Navy of the United States during 
the wara since 1790 with any certainty; but [ estimate that 
the number of that class of beneficiaries cannot be less 
than 35,000. It would require 5,600,000 acres to satisfy 
this class. 

The whole number who have been called into military 
service over than in war, and paid by the United States, 
cannot be fess than 25,000. This class will inciude all that | 
have been called out to quell insurrection, or repel invasion, | 
commencing with the whisky insurrection in Pennsyiva- 
nia, and ending withthe disturbances on the northeastern 
frontier. I estimate that 15,000 of this number will be ben- | 
eficiaries, and will require 2,400,000 acres. 

The following is a summary of the preceding estimates: 

1. For services in the revolutionary war, 26 666,560 acres. 


2. For services in the Army in all wars 
SinCO 1700... ccaccecscecccccs +» 42,478,280 = «« 


Add amount due Mexican soldiers.... 936,960 
3. For services in the Navy in the last 
mentioned wars...... Ecodcécceoden Bprroymee = 6 


4. For services other than in wars..,... 2,400,000 


_---+--——— 


WI cocnesensneasesutqnumainee, © 


You have desired me to give you my opinion as to the 
difficulties in executing such a law, and the time requisite 
to effectit. In my opinion, it will take fifty seven years, 
or one hundred men three and one half years to execute 
such a law. If this law is to be executed in the Pension | 





| half. 








it will | 


To satisfy these claims in full, would require || 
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Pension Orrice January 10, 1855. 
Sir: In my letter to you of the 8th instant, [ ought to 
have stated that the whole amount of land warrants, issued 


| to September 30, 1854, for military service in all the wars | 


in which this country has been engaged, is 33,578,732 acres. 
You now ask me to state iow the restoration of the word 


| *minor’’ to the bill, before the word “ children,”’ will affect 


the estimates in my letter of the Sth instant. In my judg- 


| ment, it will reduce the quantity of land more than one 
It can be hardly possible that there are now many | 


minor chidren of revolutionary suldiers. The whole 
number of revolutionary pensions now upon the list, is 
one thousand and sixty-nine males, and five thousand nine 
hundred and eighty-two females. This will be about the 


number of beneficiaries of this class, if the word “‘ minor’? | 


be restored to the bill. 


Neither can there be a large number of minor children of | 
Most of the beneficiaries in | 


svidiers of the war of 1812. 
this class must, therefore, be adults; and, if it be limited 
to the soldier and his widow, it must reduce the estimate 
full one half. The same is true of the sailors io the same 
war, and also of all that were called into service before 
that war. I think ita fair estimate that the restoration of 
this word will reduce the amount of land in the estimates 
40,000,000 acres. 

You also ask me what will be the effect of erasing from 
the bill the words ‘‘ and whose services have been paid by 
the United States?”? I know of no data by which to esti- 
mate the nuinber that would be let in by this amendment. 
| do know that large numbers of military companies 
were formed and mustered, and stood in readiness to enter 
the service when called for, during the war of 1812, who 
yet never rendered any service, and consequently were not 
paid. If this class of persons are to be letin by this amend- 
ment, and are permitted to establish their service by parol 
evidence, J fear that almost every person who was in any 
military organization during any of said wars, will claim to 
be beneficiaries under the law. The effect of this amend- 
ment will be to increase the beneficiaries to an almost un- 
limited extent. 

You also inquire what will be the increased annual ex- 
pense ofthe Pension Office, if required to execute this law ? 


This will depend upon the action of Congress. If it desires | 


to have the law executed within four years from the date of 


its passage, we shall need one hundred additional clerks of | 
| the various classes, whose annual salaries will amount to 
about $135,000 ; and the contingent expenses must bein- | 


creased about $20 000 annually. If we are furnished with 
a less number of clerks, the expenses will be proportionably 
less, and tbe execution of the law correspoudingly poat- 
poned. 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, L. P. WALDO, Commissioner. 
Hon. Cnarues E. Stuart, United States Senate. 


Generar Lanp Orrice, January 9, 1855. 


Sir: In answer to your oral inguiries, as to the cost of 
satisfying warrants that will be issued if the bounty land bill 
now before the Senate is passed, the effect of those war- 
rants on the revenue from publie lands, and the probable 
value of those warrants in the market, if issued, I have the 
honor to state that, from the estimate furnished by the Com- 


missioner of Pensions, it appears that that bill will require | 


the issue of 546.865 warrants, embracing 78,031,800 acres. 
On this basis the cost will be as loliows : 

For each warrant a patent and record must be prepared. 
For 546,565 patents, the parchment paper will cost 64 


Cents COcH.... .cccecsssa0r- Scteseeeccssee cose «G54, 109 
For 1,100 volumes of records, at $15............ 16,500 
For 25 patents per day, JOJ days to year, at 

$1.200 per annum..... ass Gestius caviecdéiticcs 87,660 | 
For 25 records .... .cscecsecseesceees oenseevec : 87,600 
Correspondence, 4 clerks, at $1,600, (20 years,) 

and £09 letier records, at $12...... 2.2.00 -eeee 130,400 
Posting 30 warrants per day, 300 days to year, at 

$1,200 and $1 ,400...... ecldSUte Seba Ssboesee 79,300 
100 eract bodkks, Ot. BiG. ooo os vccciessvcceccees wins 1,500 
Accountants, 4 clerks, at $1,600, (20 years).... 128,007 
2 per cent. fees to register and receiver......... 1,952,000 
Stationery, (20 years)..... adie sui ov tvewerve 10,00 

Total... ...cccccsececcccccecsescocces see Gand VRQ | 


| Should the 2 per cent. to the registers and receiv- 


ers be paid by the holder of the warrant amount- 





Office, we should require this addition to our present force, || The estimated expense to the Government would 


and suitable rooms tor their accommodation. 

The greatest difficulties [ now apprehend in adjudicating 
claims ander this law will arise from the provision giving 
the bounty to adult children, and permitting the service of 
the soldier to be proved by parol evidence. The minor 
children of a deceased person are usually in the same | 
family, or neighborhood, and can be easily ascertained. 
But adult children are frequently scattered in different 
quarters of the globe. Each child of a deceased soldier 
may claim the whole bounty, and after offering evidence that 
the other children have not been heard from jor seven years, 
and having obtained the bounty, some other child, from a 
distant State, may make the same claim, and sustain it with 
similar evidence. But [ regard the provision allowing the 
service of the soldier to be established by parol evidence as 
extremely dangerous. Jt would be very much less hazard- 
ous, if the minimum service Was one month. But under 
this bill itis one day. Now, if this may be established by 
the testimony of two wilnesses, every person who happened 
to visita place where soldiers were quartered in service, 
will be like y te establish a claim; for the fact that he was 
with the army will be easily remembered, while it may 
not be eo easily remembered that he was there only as a 
Waeitor. 

I regret that I have not had time to answer your inquiries 
more in detail, but ( thiek this will give you, substautially, | 
my views upon this subject. : 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
Servant, L. P. WALDO, Commissioner. 

Hog. Cuantes E. Stuart, United States Senate. 
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In attempting to make an estimate of the effect these | 


warrants will produce on the revenue from the public lands, 
it is necessary to review the several elements that enter into 
the calculations. 

In this, as in all other matters Of trade or barter, the de- 
mand and supply affect the value. For the last two years, 
the demand for public land has been heavy; partly caused 
by the natural increase in the population of the country; 
in part by the migration from the eastern States; very 
much by the heavy immigration from foreign countries; but 


probably more from speculating motives, as good invest- | 
ments for the large amount of surp!us capita! in the country. | 
The reaction that has taken place, and consequent pres- | 


sure in the money market, and the failing off in immuigra- 


tion, will materially reduce this demand, for some years to | 


come atleast; and a further reduction will be caused by 
the amount of lands belonging to individuals, that will be 
forced into market by that pressure. In reviewing these 


elements, | think that about 3,000,000 of acres per annum | 


will be the average disposed of for some years to come. 
But suppose 4,000 009 be estimated, it would require about 
twenty years te absorb these warrants, if all the entries 
were made with them. This will not, probably, be the 
case ; though there is but ttle doubt that all the lands at 
one dollar and twenty five cents, at one dollar, and at 
seventy-five cents per acre, will be entered with them. 
This will leave the Government only the fifty cents, twen- 
ty five cents, and twelve and a half cent lands, from which 
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to derive a revenue. From these classe iat 
amount received in cash would not papel ym the 
annum, for about 2,000 040 of acres, averaging at 1900 per 
five cents per acre. In fact, the lands, so tar from, 
source of revenue, would not mM beip 





, pay expenses, 1 ga 
2,000,000, at the higher tates, would probably me Other 
with warrants. CDlered 


The next question presented, is the 
those warrants in the market, if issved seretatte Value of 

If the Commissioner of Pensions could issue fj 

: esue five h 
dred of those warrants per day, allowing three jus.” 
working days in the year, it would require nearly fone ured 
to issue the whole of them ; allowing, however fom 
necessary delay in commencing, and the tardy man ae 
which the claims will come in towards the ¢loxe or os 
business. Let us estimate that it will require douhje a 
time, or eight years. We would thus have a sy ot 
eight years, of about 80,000,000 of acres, with a = = 
of only 2,000,000, or five times as many each year as y ae 
or could be used. vould 

There would be no minimum fixed for these warrants 
in the case of those issued for services in the Mexican “hy 
where a certificate of $100 United States six per ee my 
stock was issued to those who preferred it to a Jaud i 
rant. In that case the price of the warrant cou) nor re 
below the value of this stock, which was genera!!y abo, 
par. Here, however, as already stated, it Would require 
all the entries at and above seventy. five cents per aor to 
absorb the 2,000,000 per annum, and probably a great ba 
of the fifly cent class. If, then, the demand was ¢ re 
to the supply, they would not rise to even fily an 
per acre. But in eight years the supply would be suff. 
cient to meet the demand for forty years. On the averaup 
then, that is, in twenty years, the principal invested , 
these warrants, if put out at interest, and the interest rein, 
vested, would increase more than three-fold. The way. 
rants would have no such increase, and, consequently 
such sum only could be obtained for them as would, at that 
time, at compound interest, amount to the nominal Value 
of the warrants. If fifty cents per acre was that Nomina 
value, and it is shown that it could not be more, they fr 
teen cents per avre would be all that could be obtained fo, 
them on this basis—and allowing the difference between 
their nominal and cash value, it would not exceed welye 
and a half cents per acre. 

But if the principle be finally adopted that has already 
received the sanction of the Senate, that not more than 649 
acres of these warrants shall be located in any une towp. 
ship, there is not space enough in the land States on which 
to locate them, inclading all California, Oregon, Washing. 
ton, Utah, New Mexico, Kansas, Nebraska, and the [ndiag 
Territory, mountains, deserts, and all. 

The entire area, estimated in table E, of the report of \as, 
year, of the unsold and unappropriated lands of the United 
States, was 1,360,070,681 acres. There are thirty-six sec. 
tions, of 640 acres each, in a full township—-conse quently 
only one thirty-sixth part of each township would be sub. 
ject to such location, or one thirty-sixth part of the whole, 
One thirty-sixth part of |,360,070.68L is only 37,779.74) 
acres, Or less than one half of the estimated amount of the 
bounty land grant. 

It is thus shown that the warrants could not be located, 
and if that restriction was withdrawn, that they would not, 
probably, yield to the holders, more than twelve and a liaif 
cents per acre, or twenty dollars for a quarter section, of 
one hundred and sixty acres. To do this, the people of 
the United States would be taxed heavily in keeping up 
the land system, without the slightest prospect of benetit 
from it—the whole ofthe public domain would be uselessly 
frittered away, and the hope held out of benefit to the old 
soldiers, would be worse than delusive. 

You are aware that lam, and always have been, friendly 
to granting bounty lands to the old soldiers who periled 


| their lives, and freely shed their blood for their beloved 


country; but, carried to the extent contemplated by this 
bill, instead of a reward for patriotism, it would provea 
mortifying and vexatious disappointment. 

Frow a letterto Ion. A. C. DopeGe, of 24th August, 1&52, 
(copy inclosed,) you will perceive that, at that tue, 
when the minimum price ofthe public lands was $1 2) per 


| acre, it Was estimated that the issue of fifty-eight millions 
| additional warrants, would reduce the value of those war- 


rants to fifiy or twenty five cents per acre. The preseut 
estimate is in fair proportion, in view of the reduced price 


|| of the public lands under the graduation law. 
Pile G6, 3 ac Tied bs ds dA Gi dndeseds sins) BE | ° s 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JOHN WILSON, Commissioner. 


| Hon. C. E. Stuart, Senate. 


Mr. DAWSON. Mr. President, I will make 
a brief reply to the Senator from Michigan. He 
reduces all his arguments in opposition to this bill 
to about four; and they may be concentrated into 
one idea, that the provisions of the bill will injure 
what he calls land States. There are now one 
hundred and seventy millions of acres of surveyed 
public lands within the limits of the United States, 
owned by the Government, excluding the lands 
lying in the State of California and those in the 

erritories. The aggregate of lands supposed 
now to be owned by the United States ultogether, 
is about one billion seven hundred millions of 
acres, (1,700,000,000.) The objections to allow- 
ing the old soldiers, as they are called, to take 
these lands are, first, the expense; and then the 
indignity shown to them by presenting them with 
such a gift in consideration of past services. The 
Senator says the expenses incurred by the Gov- 
ernment will be the salaries of one hundred addi- 
tional clerks, who will be necessary to facilitate 
the Pension Office in passing on the rights of the 
old soldiers, and he says further, that it will take 
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| 
+ ig illions of acres to supply what we | 
about tight ¢ tribute to the worth Th the ser- | 
yices of those men, and to their descendants. 
“Mr. STUART. As I wish the Senator to pro- 
ed on the basis which I stated, I will correct 
ca | stated that this bill, as it now stands, 
 y take double the land which the bill that I | 
oa to the Land Office, and on which these | 
ieylations were based, would require. 
Mr. DAWSON. Well, suppose it does! But 
now { will ask the Senator whether he was nota 
warm advocate of the homestead bill, which in- 
yited any man within the United States, or within 
the limits of the world, who would come here and | 
declare his intention to become a citizen, to go 
and settle upon the public lands, and if he remained 
there for five years, that he should have one hun- 
dred and sixty acres, without fee or emolument ? 
Mr. STUART. ‘ Certainly I was. | 
Mr. DAWSON. Then what becomes of the | 
Senator’s argument, that this bill will be a disgrace | 


on the Union, by impairing the value of the school | 


j cols ? 


an 
cm avr 


Ae 


demand, whether it amounted to fifty or one hun- 


fund, and the five per cent. fund, reserved to the | 
new States by compact, when the very proposi- | 
tion which the Senator himself urged, at the last | 
session, at once denied the probability of a dollar | 

oing into the Treasury from the sale of the public 
s? The Senator’s own argument cuts from 
ear to ear, and exhausts the vitality of his position | 
at once. ; ; ’ 

The next objection is, that the bill will take | 
eighty millions of acres, and thus diminish the 
financial resources of the country. Why, sir, 
would not the homestead bill have supplied the | 


_ dred million acres per annum, and would not the | 
| public lands be gone by that bill? And if it were 
* a bill without limitation, year after. year would 


have gone by until the public lands were exhausted, || 


and not a dollar would go into the State treasuries 
from the five per cent. fund, and their school funds 
would be valueless. 

But, sir, the Senator says, that by striking out the | 


’ word ‘‘ minor” before ‘* children,’’ we add forty 


millions of acres to the bounty granted by the bill. | 


' Did the motion to strike out the word ‘‘ minor’”’ 


4 bill ? 
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come from the friends of the bill? Was it not my 

honorable friend himself who made that motion? | 
Why did he make it, if the effect was to add forty | 
millions of acres to the appropriation made by the | 


Mr. STUART. Does the Senator intend to 


say that | made the motion to strike out the word | 
|| out the public land as an inducement for the lowest || 
I understand the Senator | 
from Michigan voted for it. 

Mr.STUART. Notatall. The amendment || them more rights than I would give to my own 
was moved by the Senator’s colleague, (Mr. | 


‘* minor?” 


Mr. DAWSON. 


Toomes,] with the avowal, made at the time, that 
he was opposed to the bill, and desired to make it 
as obnoxious as he could. I voted against it. 

Mr. DAWSON. I thought I heard the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania charge the Senator from 
Michigan with being friendly to that proposition 
in order to make the bill unpopular. 

Mr. STUART. The Senator is mistaken. 


The Senator from Pennsylvania found some fault || 


with me, because I moved to strike out the limit 


of the service of thirty days; and when I was | 


objecting to striking out the word ‘ minor,”’ he 


brought up that as an argument of incensistency 
against me. 


Mr. DAWSON. I do notintend any such thing; 
I eccept the Senator’s explanation; but the vote 
which was given for that proposition was certainly 


to make the bill unpopular. It is immaterial who | 


voted for it. It was distinctly announced at the 
time what the object was; and, of course, ell who 
voted to strike out the word ‘ minor,’’ did it for 


|| bad men, will you vote against all, merely on that 
|| ground? 


|| ever uttered asentiment which would goto deprive 


|| found out what itis without knowing anything 
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induce them togo? By giving them one hundred || against granting land to the men, and their de- 
| and sixty acres of land on which they can settle. {| scendants, whose blood, worth, and valor, put us 
Mr. BADGER. A homestead. || in possession of those States, now called the land 
Mr. DAWSON. Yes, sir; it is a real home- || States, which you are occupying and enjoying. 
| stead. What stronger inducement can the land | They are to be denied this bounty, and why? 
| States desire to cause population to go within | Because it will diminish the price of the public 
their limits? The argument of the Senator upon _ lands, so as to stop money going into the Treas- 
the uestion of pepulation will not answer; for | ury from their sale, and thus the land States will 
| this bill is an invitation for all men who have not | lose their five per cent. fund. The Senatorthinks 
| landed property or attachments to particular States, | this will create sectional jealousy and irritation, 
to go within the limits of the new States, and | amounting almost to revolution. Cannot those of 
settle upon the land, which is the subject of this | us who vote for this appropriation of the public 
gratuity of the Federal Government. ‘lands say at once, especially to Michigan, “ we 
But, Mr. President, let me show that the doc- || do not desire to injure you; your own represent- 
trine of the Senator from Michigan will not be | ative voted for a homestead bill calculated to pro- 
sustained even in the land States. He says that duce the same effect;”” and why did he do it? 
the warrants will be reduced so low that the old | He says to encourage population to go into the 
| soldiers will not have enough profit out of them | State; to increase their prosperity by inv.ting 
| to buy a hat. Cannot that argument be turned || people there. When weare doing the same thing, 
/against the Senator? If the General Govern- | and are also paying a debt of gratitude to the 
ment propose to put down the price of one hun- || revolutionary soldiers and their descendants, and 
dred and sixty acres of land to ten dollars, will | our soldiers in our other wars, the principle is 
it not invite population to the new States? The || precisely the same. 
Senator depreciates the value of a one hundred | But, sir, there isa still higher feeling about this 
and sixty acre warrant to a ten dollar hat; then || matter. Look at the grants to the land States. 
| is it not an encouragement to men who wish to | Look at those to Michigan. At thelast Congress 
| change their residence to pay the hat for the one || we appropriated, I think, seven hundred and fifty 


|| hundred and sixty acres of land? The Senator || thousand acres of public lands, to open her Sault 





| calls on those representing the land States to go || Ste. Marie canal, as a great public measure for 
| against this measure; and yet, according to his | the public convenience, but decidedly for the in- 
| own view, it is calculated to bring population to || terest of the great and growing State of Michigan. 
| those States. His objection in that regard, there- || Other bills, three, I think, in number, my watch- 
| fore, falls. || ful and distinguished friend, the elder Senator 
Then what is the next objection presented by | from Michigan, [Mr. Cass] has already upon the 
the Senator? It is that this bill is an indignity || table, for the advancement of his own State; and 
| offered to the old soldier, thai he is put in com- || { honor him forit. He does not wish to see the 
pany with deserters and others. Sir, because a || public lands going to pay a debt of gratitude to 
| thousand men, deserving of honor and respect, of || the common people who have fought the battles of 
good feeling and support from the Government, | the Republic throughout the Union; but he wants 
| should happen to be associated with one or two | them for the State of Michigan, to open canals for 
the prosperity of that individual State. 
Why does not the Senator move to || A further argument of my friend on this sub- 
strike out deserters? It can be done yet. I be- || jectis, that this bill will affect the consciences of 
| lieve, in fact, a provision was put in to exclude | gentlemen who vote for it; he cannot well see how 
| them. The whole argument of the Senator is like || a conscientious Senator could reconcile himself to 
| a sieve, it cannot hold water. | vote for the bill, because he says it impairs the 
Again, the Senator insinuates that I am unkind || land fund, and diminishes the value of the school 
to foreigners. Sir, have you ever heard me deny | lands in the public land States. The only reply 
that any foreigner who comes to this country has || | have to make to that is, that Congress has the 
not a right to purchase the public lands? Havel | power to manage the public lands, and | have the 
example of the Senator from Michigan, to give a 
vote which will have no greater or different effect 
from that which the homestead bill would have had. 
Now, allow me to say a few words as to the 
class of European population to come here and || policy of this measure. I do not think I have 
settle upon it without price; I would not give to | failed, from the time I have had the honor of being 
a member of Congress, to announce that I was 
opposed to any disposition of the public lands that 
would not bring money into the Treasury—that I 
wanted the proceeds of the sales of the public lands, 
|| in the first instance, to defray the expenses of the 
‘| Butthe Senator from Michigan says, capitalists, | Government, and thereafter to diminish taxation 
|| foreigners of immense wealth, will come here and | on the people generally throughout the United 
\| buy your public land in large quantities, and bring | States by reducing the tariff. That was a prop- 
|| their paupers and escaped convicts, and settle | osition on which | stood for years. When the 
'}them upon it. This is an argument which | || process commenced in 1839-'40, of distributing 
never before heard used, and one which, it seems || the public lands in a different way, and making 
to me, can scarcely have weight upen a proposi- | large appropriations to different States, and not to 
tion such as this, and before a body like this, | the States in genera!, | changed my mind, and 
|| especially when the distinguished Senator from | came to the conclusion that the public lands 
|| lowa, (Mr. Donce,] and the distinguished Sena- || belonged to the States of this Union; that after the 
|| tor from Delaware, (Mr. Cravron,] both have || payment of the debt created by the Revolution, 
|| had inserted in the bill a provision to prevent an || the public lands, under the various contracts by 
|| existing apprehension of any such difficulty; and | which they were ceded to the General Govern- 
now not exceeding six hundred and forty acres | ment, became the property of the people at large, 
can be located by any one man within the same | that if they were to be distributed without consid- 
'| township, under this bill. What, then, becomes | eration, they should go to the whole people; and 
of the idea of giving to foreign capitalists the || that the best mode to do so was by dividing the 
control over the soil of the States? It exists not | proceeds of their sale annually among the States, 


him of the power of hoiding publicland? No, sir; 
the sentiment I uttered was, that | would not hold 


native people. That is all that | have said on that 
subject; and if that be Know-Nothingism, | have 


\|about it. [Laughter.} 





| 
i 


the purpose of making the bill as objectionable as || in fact. 
possible to the Senate. But, sir, I waive that The Senator from Michigan brings before us 
point. : the opinion of the Commissioner of the General 

The Senator from Michigan next rallied Sen- || Land Office, who tells you that these warrants 
ators from the land States, and told them to come || could not be located over the present surface of 
Up In Opposition to the bill, on the ground that || the surveyed public lands, in 
people, and not land, made a State. Sir, he is || this very till, as it stands, is a restriction on the 
right; andif people do make a State, is it not the ssle of those land ceriificates in the market, and 
policy of the land States to invite people to go || confines the owner to the possession himself, and 
within their limits ? Does not this bill invite the | offers a strong inducement to him to leave his 
soldiers of the revolutionary war, and their de- || native home and settle within the limits of another 
scendants, and the soldiers of the war of 1812, and || State. 


their descendants, the worthy men who ieee | What further argument is there? The Senator 


| 





our battles, and those who have descended from 


| that day. 


why? Becnuse || 


according to a ratio which should be adopted to 
carry itout. That became a party question in 
I was in the minority. We failed to 
have this distribution of the proceeds of the pub- 
lic lands; and we have failed to the present hour. 

Then came up the homestead bill, at a ume 
when the public mind was disquieted, when you 
could hear in private and in public conversation 
that the public lands were a source of immorality, 
a source of speculation and of bad conduct gen- 
erally, in relation to their disposition, not only by 
outsiders but insiders; and that combinations 
were being formed to promote inter2al improve- 


called upon the representatives of the land States | ments in the new States, and deprive the old States 


them, to go there? And how do you propose to |! to rally in opposition to this measure, to vote ! of any benefit at all out of the proceeds of the 
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land, to aid in their internal improvements. | 
opposed that, | oppoged it apon principle, but with 
candor, L expressed my opposition from the place 
which | now oceupy, as my friend from lowa 
{Mr. Dopce] knows, and I never have changed 
my view on the subject; and it was because equal 
justice was due to every State of this Union, and 





partial justice T never would loan myself to aid. | 


But t found { was then in a minority. It could 
not be well resisted. Public opinion was excited, 
and public opinion has grown to be very strong | 
on that subject, because it is a subject of public 
justice which every honest man, whether educated 
or uneducated, can well comprehend and under- 
stand; and the theme, north, south, east, and west, | 
is that we must put an end to the system of 
giving public lands to one Strate in preference to 
others, when all are equally entitled to them. 

Biit, sir, when that system of railroad arrange- 
ment seemed to be at anend, the iden was thrown | 
out that the lands were ruining the country; that | 
we must have them océupied; that we must throw | 
them into the market, and give them to those | 
who should bid lowest; or, in other words, that 
whoever would go and settle upon them for | 
five years should be entitled to the lands, and 
should receive a patent for them from us without 
fee or reward; not recollecting that those of us | 
who dwelt in the old States, descended from the | 
sires of the Revolution, who lived at the home- 
eteads of our ancestry, and in the neighborhood 
of theie graves, could receive no benefit from this 
system, unless we were to deny the place of our 
nativity, disconnect ourselves from our family 
relations, and settle in a distant part of the country 
This was well calculated to work up feelings in 
the bosom of every man who thought on the sub- 
ject. topposed that proposition with no preju- 
dice, with no unkindness towards any man of my 
race, whether of one clime or another. | opposed 


it upon principles of jastice and equity; and | 


when | stand upon them | never falter. My 
friends around me will sustain me in the assertion 
that I have never gone tothe right or the left of 
that proposition, but uniformly have stood upon 
it. [found that the Representatives of the people 
in the other House had the power to pass such a 
measure as is a to the feelings of my 


nativity, my love for the place of my birth; that | 


they were about to take all this domain from those 
who would not go into another State, and give it 
to whom, I will not describe. 
called homestead bill. 

Sir, the lands are to go. Every one of us says 
so. Nota Senator on this floor can say now that 
he looks for any great pecuniary advantage to 
the General Government from the sale of the pub- 
lic lands. We wish to dispose of them. Here is 
a'proposition to grant them to those men who 
fourhtin the war of the Revolution, and in the war 
of 1812, and to their descendants. My heert and 
my judgment come to the conclusion instantly | 
that if the public lands are to be given away, 
they should be given to worthy men, and to the 
children of worthy men—to those who risked 
their lives in defense of our country, as the most 
worthy. But my friend asks why not give them 
to the civilian? Would he vote for that? 


That is the so | 


If we | 


put in the billa provision for grants ‘to sons of | 


distinguished civilians, would he vote for it? Cer- 
tainly not. Why then present that argument? 
It was merely to invalidate the claims of the sol- 
diers of the Revolution, and of the war of 1812, 
and their descendants, and notto affect them, for 
his heart, | know, beats as strongly for them as 
that of any man on this floor. But he thinks the 
State of Michigan will be injured by our paying a | 
debt of gratitude to the soldrers of the Revolution, 
and his devotion to his own State will make him | 
forego the feelings of his heart, which I know | 
would be in favor of discharging a debt of grati- | 
tade to those soldiers, 
When you come to reduce the whole of his | 
argument down to a point, it results in nothing | 
else than this—that he is fearful the bill may, in | 
some degree, injure the prosperity of Michigan. | 
My opinion is the very contrary; for if his argu- | 
ment be true that the public lands will come down | 
to the value of twenty dollars for every one hun- | 


dred and sixty acres, then it will be a glorious era || 
in this country, when the landless man in every || 
State in the Union can pack up his goods and go || 


to a place where he can get one hundred and sixty | 
acres of land for twenty dollars. 


| resolution, setting apart the 29th, 30th, and Sist 
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The bill, in all its aspects, it seems to me, ought 
to receive the approval of those who are now 
against it as well as of those who are for it, for it 
disposes of the public lands, disperses our popu- 
lation, and gives to our landless people a home at 
the rate of twenty dollars for one hundred and 
sixty acres. 
There are objections to the bill. 
ositions there that I should vote against. 


Our nature, the character of our intellect, prevents 
cur agreement on propositions of this sort. I 
agree, however, with at least seven tenths of the 
provisions of the bill; and, because I cannot go the 
other three tenths, I will not d* injustice to my 
judgment, but submit to the frailty of human 
nature, and do the best I can. 

Again, sir, my friend from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Tromrson,] has just notified me that this day 
forty-one years ago the battle of the River Raisin 


was fought, when the best blood of old Kentucky | 
was shed. And, now, to-day, although in the be- | 


ginning of the war those men of the farm, of the 
shop, and of almost every place in Kentucky, who 
volunteered to go outin defense of the country, 
were slain and lost to their families and to the 
Union, their children must not be forgotten. 
must not say, because they did not survive the 
battle-field, and to-day come here with all the 


glory which is always thrown around the survi- | 


vors of such fields, that their heirs shall have 
nothing. 


and to the widow of the husband, was something. 


It creates a feeling within me that I cannot well | 


suppress. ‘The man, if his arm was broken would 
have received a pension; and if he died, his widow 
would get it; but, if, unfortunately he fell upon 
the battle-field, neither his widow nor his children, 
under th® view of some gentlemen, should be re- 
spected for his actions. 
the beneficiaries of ny bounty, I will select those 


who are most deserving; and in casting my mind | 


5 


over the whole American people who have acted | 
for the benefit of the country, there are none, in || 


my judgment, more entitled to our gratitude and 
support than the men who are named in the bill. 


Mr. BADGER. The debate, sir, has taken a | 


wide range, and is obviously bringing up the dis- 
cussion of the whole land policy of the country. 
I perceive, also, that it is taking another direc- 
tion, which, to me, is fraught with some degree of 
anxiety and alarm. The honorable Senator from 
Michigan has brought forward, on this occasion, 
a term which is not parliamentary. 
about conscience; and when I hear that word in 


the Senate, | fenr that we are approaching some | 


excitement which may end in a violation of the 
rules of order. [Laughter.] Under these circum- 
stances, it seems to me that the time has arrived 
when, and the occasion requires that, I should sub- 
mit the motion that the Senate do now adjourn. 


‘The motion was agreed to, and the Senate ad- || 


journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, January 22, 1855. 
The House met at twelve o’clock,m. 
by Rev. Henry Suicer. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 
The SPEAKER Inid before the House a com- 


Prayer 


_munication from the War Department, in reply to 


a resolution of the House, instructing the Secre- 


tary of War to report whether, in his opinion, | 
‘any military defense is necessary for Proctor’s 


Landing, at the terminus of the Mexican Gulf 
railroad, Louisiana, transmitting a report from the 
chief engineer, giving the required information; 
which was laid upon the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 


Mr. PECK, by unanimous consent, presented 
a joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of 
New York, protesting against the reissue of pat- 
ents to Cyrus H. McCormick, Obed Hussey, or 
Moore & Hascall, for reaping machines; which 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask the unanimous 


Hence it is that I shall vote for it. | 
There are prop- | 
But I | 
have lived long enough to know that no bill of | 
such magnitude can ever receive the united ap- | 
proval of a body of sixty-two intelligent men. | 


We! 


The loss to the children of the father, | 


Sir, when Iam selecting || 


He hastalked || 








J 





anuary 22. 
{| en ! 
days of the present month for the idera: 
1] terviterial Gdldiee: opener 
Mr. COBB. I object. 
Mr RICHARDSON. I move to Suspend th 
rules to enable me to submit the resolution Fe 
Mr. COBB. You cannot do that. P 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Why can I not mak 
the motion? = 
The SPEAKER. There is already a specis) 
order pending before the House, upon which the 
main question has been ordered, whith, as th, 
gentleman must be aware, cannot be interfered 
| with by a motion to suspend the rules. , 
|| Mr. HAMILTON. I demand the regular orde 
of business. s% 


RELIEF OF THE KANE EXPEDITIOn, 


Mr. PENNINGTON. I hold in my hand 1}, 
memorial of the Governor of New Jersey, the 
President of the Senate, and the Speaker of ;), 
House of Representatives, and of sundry mem. 

| bers of the Legislature of that State, asking thy. 
an expedition may be fitted out by the Gover, 
ment of the United States, for the relief of [1 
Kane and his companions, in the Arctic expe. 
tion, which it seems to me presents a case which 
ought to be presented in open House. I ask thy 
the memorial may be received, and referred to th. 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 
There being no objection, the memorial wa; 
received, and so referred. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I rise to ask the unapj. | 
mous consent of the House to take from the 
Speaker’s table a joint resolution from the Senate, 
for the relief of the expedition of which mention 
has been made in the memorial just presented by 
the gentleman from New Jersey. If anything is 
to be done for the relief of this expedition, it mug, 
be done quickly. 1 trust the House will indulge 
me in having the resolution taken up and dis. 
posed of. 
| Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I desire to know 
_ what is the condition of this joint resolution? 

The SPEAKER. It is upon the Speaker's 
table. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
the unanimous consent of the House to take it up 
| and have it put upon its passage. 
| Mr. SMITH. I object, and call for the regular 
order of business. 


| Mr. EDGERTON. 


| 


ion of 


I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to submit a resolution calling 
|, for information from the Secretary of the Interior. 
| Mr. LETCHER. I object, and cal! for the 
|| regular order of business. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw his objection and allow this resolution 
to be adopted. It is merely a resolution for 
information. 
| Mr. LETCHER. I would do it cheerfully to 
‘| accommodate the gentleman; but there are halfs 
'| dozen others who are seeking the floor, and if! 
| give way to one, I must to all. I demand the 
| regular order of business. 

Mr. HENN. 1 ask the gentleman to with- 
draw his demand to allow me to present certain 
| joint resolutions of the Legislature of Iowa. 
| Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. They can be pre- 
sented and referred at the Clerk’s table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that it 
|| is usual to have resolutions of the Legislatures of 
|| States presented in open House. 
| Mr. LETCHER. If I withdraw my demand 
| for one I must for another; and I decline. | 
| demand the regular order of business. 


| PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
|| ness is* the consideration of the bill ‘to prowile 
| for the establishment of a railroad and telegraphic 
| communication between the Atlantic States and 
| the Pacific ocean, and for other purposes.”” The 
| question now pending, is upon the passage of the 
| bill; upon which the main question has been 
|| ordered. 

| Mr. HAMILTON. Upon that question | 
demand the yeas and nays. ‘ 
| 





The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
road bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is. , 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 move to reconsider the 
vote by which the main question was ordered ‘0 


Is this the Pacific Rail- 


{ 


} 





| consent of the House to allow me to introduce a be put, with a view of then sabmnitting the motion 


that it be recommitted to the select committee. 
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